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Who will fight Communism? 


Can you imagine the international 
autcry, the avalanche of screeching “‘world 
opinion’’ that would have poured forth from 
the heights of the United Nations downwards 
if Whites in Africa had been responsible for a 
horrific massacre of Blacks of the kind 
which Black communist savages perpetrated 
against - Whites at Kolwezi — in which 
children were machine-gunned and two year 
olds hacked to death and beheaded? 

Is it not strange that, where the alleged 
misdemeanours of South Africa are con- 
cerned, the ‘victims’ are emphasised as Black 
and the perpetrators doubly emphasised as 
White, and White racialists into the bargain? 
But on the Kolwezi carnage editorial 
comment placed its emphasis on the victims 
while at the same time stressing that these 
were “not only Whites” but Blacks as well. 
Repulsive former editor of the New States- 
man Anthony Howard was actually heard to 
lament on the radio that this emphasis on 
the Black victims did not go far enough! 


And this about a situation which was clearly 
a deliberate anti-White murder rampage. 

The action of the French in swiftly 
despatching Foreign Legion paratroopers is 
to be applauded. It was significant that this 
particular action, so untypical of soft, liberal 
Western governments, was untypically met 
with general approval. Would a soft, flabby 
British government do the same, it was 
asked? This untypical approval stemmed 
largely from the fact that direct Western 
economic interests were involved, and 
particularly that citizens of Western nations 
were in jeopardy. 

Much more to the point than asking 
whether Britain would act like the French 
(the answer is depressingly obvious), is the 
question: would any Western nation use 
military force to stem the advance of Com- 
munism (the savages of Kolwezi were clearly 
Russian and Cuban trained in red Angola), 
irrespective of what interests or whose 
foreign nationals were involved? 

The recent Communist advance on all 
fronts in Africa has proved so far that no 
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Western nation has the will to use firepower 
to stop Communism. 


Mulley gets tough 


There could have been few spectacles 
so degrading as the public “‘dressing down”’ 
last month of the four chiefs of the armed 
services by the person who cuts such a 
pathetic figure as Defence Secretary, little 
Fred Mulley. 

Details had apparently been released 
to the press by service sources — with the 
approval of the chiefs of staff — concerning 
the abysmal level of morale in the armed 
services. These details included the fact that 
nearly 1,000 Army officers had asked to 
leave the service because of poor pay and 
conditions. 

Despite the fact that these appalling 
circumstances are due in very large part to 
the present Labour government in general 
and the crass administration of Fred Mulley 
in particular, the armed services were treated 
to the spectacle of our ludicrous little 


FLASHBACK TO 
JULY 1977: 


Mulley asleep 
during an RAF 
display 


‘Defence Secretary’? demonstrating who is 
boss by lecturing the Chief of the Defence 
Staff, the First Sea Lord, the Chief of the 
General Staff and the Chief of the Air Staff 
on the subject of observing Queen’s 
Regulations. 

This, be it remembered, from a person 
whose passionate concern for the defence of 
the Realm was demonstrated when he fell 
asleep at the side of the Queen during a 
display by the RAF. If anyone symbolises 
the utter dwarfishness of our current crop of 
political leaders it is little Fred Mulley sitting 
behind the desk of what used to be called 
the War Ministry. 


New Tory frauds 


If you had thought that the cynical 
manoeuverings and bogus promises of the 
Conservative party before the General 
Election had reached a peak with their “‘list 
of those allowed in” version of stopping 
coloured Immigration, you were wrong. 

New heights of vote-catching fraudu- 
lence have been scaled. First of all there was 


William Whitelaw, promising to the National 
Viewers’ and Listeners’ Association that a 
Conservative government would crack down 
hard on pornography and vice. Good for lots 
of votes, that one. But was there ever such a 
crack-down during the years of Tory rule? 
There was not. More and more permissive 
legislation and an increasing tolerance of 
licence and decadence have been a feature of 
the last three decades of both Labour and 
Conservative rule. 

Then we had Margaret Thatcher, 
bemoaning the fact that our old folk cannot 
walk the streets of our inner cities for fear 
of being beaten and robbed. A certain vote 
winner there, but of course any taint of 
‘racialism’ must be avoided. So what was to 
blame for this shocking level of street crime 
according to the Tory leader? Was it gangs of 
Immigrants? No, it was “‘socialism’’! Can 
you imagine a genuine clamp-down on 
mugging coming from a party which claims 
it’s the fault of socialism? Statistically, in 
fact, there was an even higher rate of 
mugging in south London during the last 
period of Conservative government. 

Finally, we have had the question of a 
“possible referendum’’ on capital punish- 
ment deliberately leaked to the press, and 
the meaningless promise of a “debate in the 
next Parliament’? from William Whitelaw, 
who knows perfectly well that there is a 
solid anti-hanging lobby in the Tory party 
and a decisive majority against capital 
punishment in the Commons. 

It is a depressing thought that Abraham 
Lincoln’s: famous maxim on fooling the 
people is still to be fulfilled, and that there is 
every likelihood of the Conservative party 
winning the next General Election on the 
basis of these pathetic lies and transparent 
electoral hoaxes. 


We are all guilty 


A fullpage editorial column in the 
Daily Telegraph ast month, which 
purported to identify “‘the Western sickness’, 
did more to illustrate it than to analyse it. It 
was a case of the doctor having the disease. 

The article attempted to discover the 
reasons for the general collapse of Western 
nerve, will-power and morale in the face of 
Communism. But from the first paragraph 
it was apparent that the sickness has 
thoroughly penetrated conservative thinking 
itself. To begin with the writer denied that 
we are living in “a period of decadence’’, a 
state which he identified with “sloth, greed 
and lack of forethought for the morrow.” 
Basically we are healthy; we have just lost 
our nerve. 

Here is the first profound error, a 
failure to realise that decadence is a collapse 
of nerve and will-power, that a society which 
has lost the impulse to defend its own is 
totally rotten and needs to be swept away 
and replaced by a society in which the 
struggle for survival is paramount. 

The article correctly identified a key 


factor in Western collapse as the spurious 
‘guilt’ felt in Western societies — “guilt for 


colonialism and racism; guilt for being 
relatively rich; guilt for Fascism, Nazism and 
militarism; guilt for the gas chambers; the 
new and potent guilt for Vietnam.” 

But did the writer then dismiss all this 
‘guilt? as the debilitating hogwash of 
liberalism? He did not. He named only one 
thing for which we should not feel guilty, 
and the omission of others was glaringly 
obvious. In typical ‘conservative’ fashion, 
the one thing we should not feel guilty for is 
being rich. In typical ‘conservative’ fashion 
again, there was no denial of guilt for 
colonialism and racism, a clear indication 
that we probably have a lot to feel guilty 
about. For Fascism, Nazism and “‘militarism”’ 
we should feel a lot of guilt, and for Viet- 
nam some guilt. 

What utter drivel! And yet these dying 
conservatives, so thoroughly imbued with 
the pathological ‘guilt? complex that is such 
a characteristic of the liberal disease, purport 
to “identify the Western sickness”! 


Art for art’s sake 


Illustrated on this page are the joint 
winners in a competition for student 
sculptors, holding their winning “‘works of 
art’? outside the Commonwealth Institute 
last month. . 

At left is Mr. Eugenie Cranfield, who 
is exhibiting his pitiful apology for crafts- 
manship identified as a human head. It looks 
like the first hopeless effort of a 10 year-old 
to fashion a human likeness out of plasticene. 
At right is Miss Kyriacou Kyriacos (evidently 
a lady of Greek origin whose distant forbears 
produced the finest sculpture in the history 
of art), who has succeeded in twisting a 
piece of metal into a complicated knot. 

These child-like bits of rubbish are not 
by any means exceptional as supposed 
“‘works of art’’ these days. In galleries and 
exhibitions up and down the country you 
will find any number of such impertinent 
insults to common intelligence, brooded 
over by self-important ‘critics’ who are 
really philistines, and by totally mystified 
but admiring members of the public terrified 
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“sculptors” 
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competition 


that they might be thought of as philistines. 
The irony about this sort of nonsense 
is that it is so frequently produced by people 
who claim to be socialists, or at least people 
who are so deeply concerned about the state 
of the world and humanity. And yet these 
pretentious ‘artists’ fail the very first, some- * 
what ‘socialist’ artistic principle, which is 
that the business of the artist is to com- 
municate through his work of art some feeling 
or idea so that the person listening, reading 
or looking at it is able to share it. What is so 
characteristic of the degenerate art of today 
is the arrogance of its creators, whose 
excrescences are utterly meaningless to all 
but themselves and an elite of pseuds 
inhabiting the contemporary art world. 


Culture shock 


Multi-racialists tell us that the wonder- 
ful thing about the multi-racial society is the 
way in which the Immigrants will naturally 
integrate with the host community. They 
will not cause any erosion of our British life 
and culture, we are told, because they are 
“Black Britons” and will adopt British habits 
and values, adopt our language and social 
customs and merge into our White society 
just like the Flemish glass-blowers of old or 
the Polish RAF pilots of thirty years ago. 

Turning to the reality of multi-racial 
Britain in 1978, it was reported in the press 
last month that in a Birmingham school 
where there are only 11 White children out 
of 1,200 pupils (!), seven of the children 
were told that they would have to have 
lessons in the Pakistani language. When a 
father complained to a local councillor he 
was described as a ‘racialist’ and told that 
the Pakistani lessons were necessary because 
the Immigrants would not learn English. 

But this frightful predicament of 
innocent White children does not concern 
the Home Secretary. On the day before this 
report in the Daily Telegraph, Merlyn Rees 
was quoted in the Daily Mail as saying that it 
was Immigrant children who were “‘trapped 
between two cultures.’ He told a conference 
of Asian organisations that he would “give 
this problem the most serious attention in 
the coming years.” 
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CORRUPTION AND 


THE LIBERAL PARTY 


WELL IN: Liberal leaders David Steel and Jeremy Thorpe examine the annual report 


of the Zionist Federation with the chairman of the ZF Synagogue Council. 


THE Norman Scott cover-up is by 
no means the only indicator of the 
criminal rottenness and corruption 
that exists within the Liberal party. 
Conspiracy and _ financial fraud 
involving top Zionists has riddled 
the Liberal party for years. 

Jeremy Thorpe was formerly 
a director of the London and 
Counties Securities banking group 
which collapsed in 1973. Its chair- 
man, Zionist Gerald Caplan, whom 
Thorpe said he admired as a man of 
‘‘senius and drive,’ was arrested in 
New York last month by USS. 
marshalls and Scotland Yard Fraud 
Squad officers. 

Soon afterwards in London, eight 
other men, some of them directors of the 
group’s companies, were arrested and 
charged with 66 offences involving £10 
million. The charges include theft, 
criminal deception, forgery and false 
accounting. Three are accused of issuing 
worthless cheques with a face value of £4 
million. Others are charged with falsifying 
company balance sheets and accounts. 
The allegations involve the largest fraud 
ever handled by the Metropolitan Police. 
The eight include John Davidson, 
Emmanuel Wolfe Davidson, Robert 
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Rubin, Peter Green and Woolf Perry. 

It is Woolf Perry who brings us 
back again to the Liberal party. He is a 
leading Zionist, a member of the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews, a former chair- 
man of the Zionist Federation, and a 
Vice-President of the World Jewish 
Congress. But he is also a prominent 
member of the Liberal party, and stood 
as a Liberal candidate for Brent East in 
the February 1974 Generai Election. 
(The charges against the eight “business- 
men’ relate to events alleged to have 
occurred between June 1972 and 
December 1973.) . 

Clearly there is some sort of “‘on- 
going relationship” between the Liberal 
party, the top echelon of international 
Zionism and the banking business. (Come 
to think of it, isn’t that true of the whole 
party system?) Interestingly, Lord Byers, 
leader of the Liberals in the House of 
Lords and former Chairman of the party, 
is a member of the Council of the Anglo- 
Israel Society. The Vice-President of the 
Liberal party is Sir Leonard Behrens. He 
is also Hon. President of the World 
Federation of United Nations 
Associations. 

The principal financial patron of 
the Liberal party has been millionaire 
Canadian Zionist George Marks, who 
prefers to operate under such illustrious 
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Liberal candidate Woolf Perry is also a 


member of the Zionist Board of Deputies. © 


Arrested and charged last month in 
connection with biggest ever fraud. 


sounding pseudonyms as George Marcs 


de Chabris, the Duke de Vatan and Baron 
de Mornay. 

Marks is known to have given the 
Liberal party around £10,000 and 
provided them with the best political 
offices in London — after buying the 
remaining 52 years of the lease of 
Whitehall Place from the National Liberal 
Club, wiping out their debts of £60,000. 

Marks says he represents “an inter- 
national group of wealthy individuals 
promoting liberalism throughout the 
world.’ And which “‘international group” 
would that be, we wonder? 

But he is careful to remain in the 
background. Says Marks: “I never expose 
myself to view. I was in the banking 
business — and you don’t push your neck 
out. We play what you over here call a 
low profile.” 

One of his earlier business ventures, 
the City & Suburban Building Society, 
was ordered to cease trading in 1975 after 
investigations into its operation. 
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CAN it be that Zionist Jewry’s propaganda 
machine — constructed to condition Gentile 
minds to lapse into a double-thinking state 
of nervous anxiety every time key trigger- 
words such as “Jew” and “‘anti-Semitism”’ 
are mentioned — is so potent that it has even 
induced its makers to believe their own 
fables about themselves? 

You would think so if you believed 
that Mr. Michael Sacher — a leading official 
of the Board of Deputies of British Jews — 
sincerely believed that he was speaking the 
truth when he declared: 

“The experience of Israel, with her 
great experience in absorbing people from so 
many different cultures, might be of benefit 
to Britain!” 

Before analysing the content of this 
statement, and Mr. Sacher’s likely sincerity, 
readers might like to know that I found the 
statement in a report about “‘a private 
luncheon” held at the Board of Deputies’ 
office in Woburn Place, Bloomsbury, 
London, at which the guest of honour was 
the Home Secretary, Mr. Merlyn Rees. 

The report appeared in the March 31 
issue of the West Indian World. Its literacy 
and propaganda content indicate that it was 
simply a re-print of a Board of Deputies 
press release specially prepared for the West 
Indian World. 

Mr. Sacher is a very prominent Zionist 
and a senior official of the Board of Deputies, 
otherwise he would not have been called 
upon to propose the vote of thanks at a 
special Board luncheon at which the Home 
Secretary was guest of honour. 

We may thus presume that Mr. Sacher 
is fully aware of the laws and the political, 
religious and social practices which hold 
sway in the State of Israel. This being so, we 
may be sure that when he suggested that in 
the field of welcoming and integrating Black 
immigrants Israel had a thing or two to teach 
Britain, he knew that he was uttering a 
deliberate and cynical lie. 


ISRAEL’S RACE LAW 


The plain facts are that Israel is a state 
founded on racialist principles. It is the place 
in the world where the community of people 
who call themselves Jews have founded a 
state into which all persons who belong to 
their nation may come and secure Israeli 
citizenship by claiming this as of right under 
an Israel law called the “Law of Return’. 

Zionist propagandists will deny that 
the “‘Law of Return’? imposes a de facto 
racialistic criterion for determining who is a 
Jew. ‘‘We are just a religion,” they say. But 
they lie — and they know that they lie. 

Many people have entered Israel and 
secured citizenship who have either never 
practised the religion of Judaism, or who 
have lapsed from it or who are atheists. 
Israel has only a small population, but it has 
the biggest Communist Party in the Middle 
East. Lenin directed: “‘“A good Communist is 
a militant atheist!” Yet the leaders and 
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ZION'S LIES AND 
ZION’S RACIALISM 


many of the members of Israel’s Communist 
Party were made Israeli citizens under the 
“Law of Return’”’. 


“RELIGION” AND MEYER LANSKY 


Again, let us look at the case of Meyer 
Lansky. This man is the head of America’s 
crime ‘Syndicate’. (Yes — the top control of 
what is still described by Hollywood’s 
Jewish scriptwriters as ““The Mafia’’ has long 
since slipped from Italian Americans into the 
hands of American Jews who form the 
“Kosher Cosa Nostra’’!) Lansky centred his 
nationwide kingdom of crime in the heart of 
Miami Beach (!) in his hysterically vulgar 
Fontainebleu Hotel — where every Israeli 
Prime Minister has addressed huge crowds of 
Jewish millionaires in “give for Israel’’ rallies. 

About ten years ago the tax authorities 
and Police were moving in on Lansky so he 
skipped the country and toured the world 
looking for another country to settle. But no 
country would let him stay (such anti- 
Semitism!). Eventually, as a last resort, his 
lawyers advised him: ‘‘You’re a Jew — go to 
Israel and claim citizenship under the ‘Law 
of Return’.” 

He did just that. Only after months of 
American diplomatic pressure and messages 
from Zionist fund-raisers in America saying 
that the scandal was harming Israel’s image 
and their ‘take’ did the Israeli Government 
send Lansky packing. 


“BLACK JEWS” BIRTHRIGHT 


Perhaps the most notorious example 
that can be cited to show that the “‘Law of 
Return” operates on a racial and not a 
religious basis is the case of the Black Jews 
of the United States. 

Over the years a number of American 
Negroes adopted the religion of Judaism and 
practised it in every fussy particular, with 
circumcisions, side-locks, dietary obser- 


vances, Rabbis, synagogues, scrolls of the_ 


Law — in fact the whole Orthodox works. 

A year or so ago the Black adherents 
of Judaism decided that their proper place 
was in Israel. After detecting that the Israeli 
Government was no more inclined to accept 
them as Jews than the ‘official’ American 
Jewish Community, they hit on this plan: 
they travelled to Israel with visitors’ visas, 
then once they were on Israeli soil they tore 
up their American passports and burned 
them and proclaimed themselves to be Israeli 
citizens under the ‘“‘Law of Return’. 

In a press statement the Israeli Govern- 
ment observed coldly: ““These people are not 


real Jews.’ Thereafter the wretched Blacks 
were booted out of the country in an 
operation which can only be described as an 
act of compulsory repatriation. 

The story of those Blacks was 
interesting and, by any standards, news- 
worthy. Every time some Big Black Momma 
in South Africa gets her illegal liquor still 
kicked over by the Police it makes a big 
feature on BBC’s The World at One, but for 
some reason the Editor and Producer of that 
programme — Victor Marmion and Jenny 
Abramski — did not think that the indig- 
nities and disillusionment of a group of 
Black Jews at the hands of the Zionist 
Israeli Government was worth a mention. | 
wonder why? 


WEST INDIAN WORLD 


Why should the Board of Deputies 
wish to perpetrate Mr. Sacher’s lies about 
Israel’s “‘multi-racialism’? not only on Mr. 
Merlyn Rees but also, through a press release, 
on the Black readership of the West Indian 
World? 

As I reported in my February ‘Trouble- 
shooting’ column, the January 27 issue of 
West Indian World gave big coverage to an 
editorial in the Jewish Tribune — a paper 
printed in Hebrew which circulates among 
members of North London’s ultra-Orthodox 
Jewish community. 

Jewish Tribune criticised the Board of 
Deputies for involving themselves, and 
thereby the whole of the Jewish community 
—in the Black/White conflicts. While it saw 
the need to combat the National Front (on 
behalf of Jewry) it felt that harm might be 
done to the Jewish community if the White 
Gentile community came to regard Jews in 
the same light as Coloured Immigrants. 

This attitude produced a screaming 
“Jews in Wogs Row” headline in the West 
Indian World, which in turn caused panic 
stations diplomacy between the Board of 
Deputies and the West Indian World Editorial 
staff. These contacts were designed to 
persuade West Indians that the Jewish 
Tribune’s opinions did not represent main- 
stream Jewish community thinking. 

The Board of Deputies is terrified of 
an upsurge of anti-Jewish feeling among the 
Blacks in Britain — and with good reason. 
“‘Anti-Semitism’’ has been very much a part 
of the political consciousness of West 
Indians in Britain ever since the days of 
Perec Rachman’s slum property empire in 
North Kensington in the 1950’s. 

Pressure from Gewirtz on West Indian 

Contd. on page 17 
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WHAT LIES BEHIND THE 
£% MILLION “HOLOCAUST” 
EXTRAVAGANZA? 


IF YOU thought the Roots TV saga of Negro slavery was the ultimate in “historical” 
television propaganda, then wait until you have seen Holocaust. This successor to Roots, 
made by the same American TV network NBC and described as the “sensation of the 
century, depicting events of the Jewish resistance, as well as the terrible events in concen- 
tration camps along with scenes of diabolical plotting and conniving by the German architects 
of mass murders, all based on actual records,’ is to be screened by the BBC sometime this 


summer. 

Holocaust is, of course, a positive 
avalanche of Zionist propaganda. It lasts 9% 
hours and has been bought by the BBC for 
no less than £250,000. The purpose of this 
article is to examine Holocaust before it 
comes to the British screen to see who is 
behind it, and what propaganda causes it 
really seeks to promote. 

Like Roots, the Holocaust saga is what 
is currently known as a “docudrama’’. In 
other words, it is a piece of fiction, but it 
has the appearance of being a factual docu- 
mentary. The story is based on the novel by 
Zionist Gerald Green, and recounts the tale 
of the Weiss family, ‘“‘headed by a compas- 
sionate Jewish physician and his refined wife 
Berta, an accomplished pianist who takes a 
special pride in being assimilated in the 
country of Beethoven and Mozart.” Counter- 
posed to them is Erik Dorf, a passive young 
lawyer who is prodded by his ambitious wife 
into joining the SS and becoming a mindless 
technocrat in the alleged Jewish “‘extermin- 
ation programme.” 

As a representation of historical fact, 
Holocaust, like Roots, is of course utterly 
worthless. The sinister manipulation of the 
““docudrama’’ has been admirably summarised 
by Prof. Mark Harris of the University of 
Pittsburgh. He writes:— = 

‘No docudrama feels itself forced to 
the necessity of substantiating anything. 
Thus where ‘docu’ fails, ‘drama’ may 
become a most distorted and dangerous 
instrument of innuendo ... The docudrama 
is a way to do things without having to do 
the work that ought to go into them, and 
yet, however badly done, a docudrama will 
attract an audience on the grounds of its 
being ‘true’ ”’. 

Yet it is this style of propaganda in 
Holocaust which Dr. Jacob Gewirtz of the 
Board of Deputies and Zionist MP Greville 
Janner say should ‘“‘receive the widest 
audience possible.” Why? A look at the 
people behind the film goes some way 
towards telling us. 

Based on Gerald Green’s novel, Holo- 
caust was produced for NBC by Zionists 
Herbert Brodkin and Robert Berger and 
directed by Zionist Marvin Chomsky, who 
also directed the Roots fiasco. 
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Not altogether surprisingly perhaps, 
the main office of the NBC propaganda 
network is at the Rockefeller Centre in New 
York. The head of NBC is now Robert 
Sarnoff, son of Russian born Zionist David 
Sarnoff who was a member of the sinister 
Council on Foreign Relations and the ‘One 
World’ Pilgrim Society. NBC is wholly 
dominated by International Finance. It is a 
subsidiary of RCA, recent directors of 
which have been Andre Meyer of Lazard 
Freres international bank; Stephen DuBrul 
of Lehman Bros.; and Lewis L. Strauss of 
Kuhn, Loeb & Co., a member of the Bilder- 
berg Group. The chief executive officer of 
NBC is a partner in Lehman Bros. Robert 
Sarnoff himself married Felicia Schiff 
Warburg, the daughter of Paul Warburg of 
Kuhn, Loeb & Co. 

In other words, NBC’s Holocaust epic 
is a Zionist operation from top to bottom 
and the multi-million dollar enterprise of the 
international banking fraternity. Already it 
has become one of the biggest propaganda 
exercises of all time. Over 1 million copies of 
Green’s novel have been produced and 
syndication rights have been sold to countless 
newspapers. Study guides on the TV pro- 
gramme were distributed to schools through- 
out the United States. 

Why, then, this vastly expensive, 
world-wide brainwashing operation to keep 
‘Nazi war crimes’ alive more than thirty 
years after the war? To answer that question 
we must go back to September 1976, when a 
secret conference on the ‘‘Holocaust 
Universe’’ was held at Long Island, New 
York, attended by leading Zionists from 
America, Canada, Britain, France and Israel. 

This meeting was the first to lay plans 
for ‘“‘Holocaust”’ indoctrination courses to be 
introduced in schools. It was followed by 
another secret conference in October last 
year sponsored by the Zionist Masonic 
organisation, the Anti-Defamation League of 
B’nai Brith, and held at the secluded location 
of the Sheraton Inn at La Guardia Airport, 
New York at a cost of 100,000 dollars. Such 
luminaries attended as Dr. Zbigniew Bako, 
First Secretary of the Polish Communist 
Party, and Prof. S. Bachman, Director of the 
Georg Eckert Institute for Textbook 


Analysis. 

It was this conference which gave birth 
to the massive wave of “Holocaust” propa- 
ganda of which the NBC film is a part, and 
which revealed the reasons why the inter- 
national Zionist community has mobilised 
to launch it. 

The claim that Six Million Jews died 
in gas chambers as a result of Nazi perse- 
cution during World War Two has been self- 
admittedly the mainstay of international 
sympathy for Zionism and the State of Israel, 
as well as a powerful propaganda weapon in 
the dissemination of liberal internationalist 
and multi-racialist doctrines. 

What disturbed the leading Zionists 
gathered at the secret ADL conference last 
year was that this claim is being increasingly 
challenged by academics and_ historians 
throughout the world. Most disturbing of all 
has been the publication of a massively 
researched book The Hoax of the Twentieth 
Century by Prof. Arthur Butz of North- 
western University, Illinois, which claims to 


demolish the ‘‘extermination’’ story as 
largely a myth. 
PROFESSOR MURDERED 


Elie Wiesel, the ‘‘Holocaust’’ novelist, 
spoke to the secret ADL conference of the 
urgent need to counter the work of “morally 
deranged and _ perverted’? people like 
Professor Butz, and lamented that there was 
a growing rejection throughout the world of 
belief in the holocaust of Six Million. A 
particularly ‘obscene outrage,’ he said, was 
the occasion when the Saudi Arabian 
Ambassador to the United Nations, Jamil 
Baroody, read the entire contents of Did Six 
Million Really Die? into the minutes of the 
U.N. Security Council. “I am ashamed that 
no one at the U.N. went to spit in his face,” 
cried Wiesel. He also referred to a high- 
ranking French professor at the Sorbonne 
who was discouraging his students from 
uncritical acceptance of the “Holocaust.” 
The most extreme manifestation of this 
anxiety occurred recently when Francois 
Duprat, Professor of History at the Univer- 
sity of Rouen, was murdered in Paris by a 
Zionist “remembrance commando” because, 
according to their communique, he “‘denied 
that six million martyrs were murdered by 
the Nazis.” 

The response to the work of Professor 
Butz himself has been the frantic organis- 
ation of ‘“‘holocaust studies” at his own 
university of Northwestern. Addressing one 
such seminar last October, Professors 
Yehuda Bauer and Moshe Davis of the 
Hebrew University of Jerusalem announced 
that the recession of belief in the “Holocaust” 
claims required efforts to make guilt feeling 
institutionalised in the educational fabric of 
Western civilisation. ‘It must become a 
reflex.’’ Northwestern University is also to 
be the location of a “1978 Summer Work- 
shop on the Holocaust.” 

It is this desperate propagandistic 


activity which lies behind the creation of the 
NBC Holocaust extravaganza. Its creator 
Gerald Green put it bluntly: “‘Holocaust will 
help set the record straight and nail these 
lies.” Anti-Defamation League national 
chairman Burton Joseph stated recently: 
“We are beginning to witness the appearance 
of revisionist books which shamefully 
declare the Holocaust a myth... the NBC 
series will dispel the notion of any myth.” 

I do not propose to dwell on Mr. 
Joseph’s curious proposition that a fictional 
TV series based on a fictional novel could 
reasonably be held to prove that something 
was historically factual. Nevertheless his 
remarks are interesting as a frank statement 
of the intent behind the programme. More 
important is to understand the political 
causes in support of which this counter- 
barrage of propaganda is being launched, 
and how Holocaust is being used to promote 
those causes. 

A classic example was the attempt to 
pressurise the U.S. Congress to oppose the 
sale of F-15 fighter bombers to Saudi Arabia 
and Egypt. The Zionist lobby AIPAC 
(American Israel Public Affairs Committee) 
sent copies of Gerald Green’s novel Holocaust 
to every senator and congressman. The 
director of AIPAC, Aaron Rosenblum, 
explained that both the book and the film 
would ‘“‘sensitise members of Congress to 
Israel’s needs.” Together with the book, U.S. 
politicians also received a covering letter 
from Rosenblum which declared that ‘‘this 
chilling account of the extermination of 6 
million Jews underscores Israel’s concern 
during the current negotiations for its 
security.” Rosenblum actually told the 
Washington Post that several Congressmen 
had changed their minds on the Arab arms 
deal after seeing the fictional Holocaust 
saga on television! 


BLUNT INSTRUMENT 


Even more sinister is the use of renewed 
‘Holocaust’ propaganda as a blunt instrument 
in the field of race relations. We in the 
National Front, and others who have spoken 
out on the race issue, know how these 
emotive charges are used in an attempt to 
stifle all opposition to multi-racialism, and 
to identify the racialist position with 
Hitlerism and genocide. Already in America, 
left-wing, pro-Zionist senator William Prox- 
mire has circulated a letter to all newspapers 
claiming that the TV Holocaust film has 
proven the need to adopt the U.N. “‘Genocide 
Treaty,’ an international law which would 
outlaw all criticism of multi-racialism and 
minority groups. 

Maintaining the credibility of the 
Holocaust is apparently seen as essential to 
maintaining the credibility of certain political 
doctrines and causes actively promoted by 
Zionist interests. This indeed seems a logical 
conclusion, otherwise we might well ask 
when we are going to see the 9% hour ‘docu- 
drama’ about Stalin’s Siberian death camps 


or the extermination of the Kulaks? When 
are we going to see a million promotional 
copies of a novel about the mass murders of 
the Cheka or NKVD, with study guides 
circulated to schools throughout the country? 
When are we going to hear about fabulously 
expensive conferences of academics to 
discuss ways and means of making young 
people more conscious of the genocidal 
history of Communism, “‘weaving its central 
truths into the educational fabric of Western 
civilisation’? 

Nazism, unlike Communism, does not 
exist as an actual threat in the modern 
world, yet thirty years after the war the 
ceaseless campaign is continued, ever 
widening its scope of ‘guilt’ to include not 
only deceased German Nazis but all non- 
Jews who, it is hinted in Holocaust, secretly 
sympathise with anti-Semitic genocide. What 
purpose is there in all this — if not a political 
purpose? 

The actual dramatisation of the 
*‘Holocaust’’ in a work of fiction, as distinct 
from the interminable books and documen- 
taries, is an entirely new departure. The 
explanation for this seems to have been 
provided at the ADL conference by Raul 
Hilberg, one of the best known ‘experts’ on 
the subject. 

Hilberg confessed to his audience that 
there is no documentary evidence whatever 
of the “extermination programme,”’ and that 
his failure to find a single document in thirty 
years of searching was total. However this 
fact should not be taken by Holocaust 
believers as damaging to their case, he stated. 
After recounting how he had failed to find a 
single reference in the records of the German 
Railways to the huge transportation pro- 
gramme that would have been required, he 
explained that this was quite understandable 
since any such records would have been an 
“act of admission,’ and written records 
might have troubled the conscience of some 
of these evil men. We thus have a situation in 
which a gigantic programme of transport- 
ation and extermination was carried out 
without orders or records of any kind, by 
people who did these things with a sort of 
automatic knowledge of what was required. 
One has to agree that this lends itself more 
to “docudrama’”’ than anything else. 


“ACTUAL RECORDS” 


Curiously though, NBC claim not to 
have had the documentary problems of the 
experts like Dr. Hilberg, for their pro- 
motional circular for Holocaust quoted 
earlier speaks of “scenes of diabolical 
plotting and conniving by the German 
architects of mass murders, all based on 
actual records.” 

I do not claim to be an expert and do 
not propose to enter the debate about these 
strange anomalies. What does concern me is 
the following statement by Dr. Jacob 
Gewirtz of the Zionist Board of Deputies: — 

“The truly British way of life has 


Holocaust ‘hoax’ 
book author says 
he has no regrets 


Northwestern University Prof. Arthur R. Butz 
caused a furor last year when he published a book 
contending the-Nazi extermination of Jews was a 
Zionist hoax. 


Butz says he has no re- 
grets about writing the 
book, entitled “The Hoax 
of the Twentieth Century.” 
Its cover has a large swas- 
tika entwined with a 
smaller Star of David. It 
isn’t available at the cam- 
pus bookstore, but they’ll 
order it for you—$5 in pa- 
perback or $9 hardcover. 

“Sales are not very 
good,” Butz said. “‘No regu- 
lar bookstore has carried it 
on their shelves. You'll 
have to ask the bookstores 
their motives for this.” 


Arthur Butz 


Butz, 44, is back at his job as associate professor 


always been synonomous with tolerance and 
understanding and the ability to assimilate 
or integrate minority groups .. . To accept 
the National Front position on race and 
immigration is to buy the entire Nazi 
package. The choice offered by the National 
Front is .. . between a fascist state based on 
racism and a multi-racial democratic society 
based on equal rights.” 

One is first of all struck with wonder- 
ment at these remarks since Zionists them- 
selves ceaselessly campaign against ‘‘assimil- 
ation and integration’ with other peoples. 
But more importantly, note how it is 
claimed that to adhere to any position other 
than the multi-racialist position is to buy the 
entire Nazi package. The choice, we are told, 
is either Nazism or multi-racialism. That 
notion is obviously ridiculous, but at the 
same time it is an effective propaganda line 
to take — particularly if you can back it up 
with the “‘Holocaust”’, which is a vital part 
of the ‘‘Nazi package.” 

This is why Prof. Yehuda Bauer spoke 
so bitterly of the book Hitler’s War by 
British historian David Irving, which denied 
that Hitler personally ordered the ‘‘Holo- 
caust”’. Said Bauer:— 

‘To deny a part of it is to subvert the 
whole.”’ 

Those words are crucial. They are 
crucial because in the minds of those like 
Dr. Gewirtz ‘‘the whole”’ extends to embrace 
the ‘‘multi-racial society’ as such. That is 
why I believe that the NBC Holocaust extra- 
vaganza is not about top rating television 
like the Forsyte Saga, and it is certainly not 
about history. It is purely about political 
propaganda. Sometime this summer it will 
be saying to you, courtesy of the BBC:— 

‘Well, is it to be Nazism . . . or multi- 
racialism?”’ 
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THE CHAOS OF 
BLACK AFRICA 


AS TRIBAL violence again erupts in Zaire, 
and brings with it the savage slaughter of 
Whites, it is timely to look again at the 
chaos and terror that prevails throughout 
Black-ruled Africa. 

The media in Britain is careful to give 
us occasional glimpses only of the most 
barbarous and lunatic Black African states, 
the mass murders in Amin’s Uganda and in 
Zanzibar, the devastation of Marxist Mozam- 
bique under its insane tyrant Samora Machel. 

Yet the rest of Black Africa is also 
witness to the savagery and incompetence of 
African ‘government’, including those states 
depicted by the media as models of progress 
run by ‘moderates’ — such as Botswana, 
Keyna, Tanzania and Zambia. 

The imminent collapse in Zambia has 
won attention recently since President 
Kaunda’s begging-bowl visit to Britain to 
scrounge an increased dollop of financial aid 
to prevent his country from falling apart. 

99,000 tonnes of copper, Zambia’s 
main export commodity, lies stranded on 
the Chinese-built railway because the port of 
Dar es Salaam in Tanzania does not have 
the capacity to ship it overseas. Food is 
acutely scarce everywhere, transport has 
ground to a halt, prices have gone through 
the roof and crime is endemic. 

Kaunda blames the economic collapse 
on ‘saboteurs’ and inefficient private firms, 
and claims that the disappearance of basic 
commodities is the result of ‘deliberate 
conspiracy’. The truth is that the shortage of 
maize meal (the staple diet) has arisen as a 
result of Kaunda’s policy of feeding 20,000 
starving Rhodesian terrorists of Joshua 
Nkomo’s army, based in Zambia. 


BLOODY UPRISING 


The most recent report of the chaos, 
crime and fear that prevails throughout 
Zambia was given by an elderly White couple 
to the Rhodesian Sunday Mail in April. They 
had fled the country leaving everything 
behind, and told the newspaper that the 
shambles in Zambia is likely to be the cause 
of a bloody uprising against Kaunda. They 
reported:— 

“Everyone is living on their nerves. 
Women are afraid to leave home for fear of 
being attacked and robbed. Not that they 
are much safer at home. Thieves just walk in 
and rob you at gunpoint. No one is in doubt 
where the guns come from — the terrorist 
bases.” 

Said the woman’s husband: “How can 
a man go to work not knowing whether he 
will return home to find his possessions gone 
and his wife murdered? When you start 
thinking like that it’s time to leave.” 
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Other gangs, they reported, specialise 
in trailing Whites home after an evening at 
the cinema or restaurant. 

“They drive up behind you in your 
own driveway and stick a gun in your ribs as 
you get out of the car. After taking any 
money and jewellery they demand the keys 
and take the car too.” 

They told of one woman who was 
robbed in this way, and whom the Blacks 
then tried to drag into the car with them. 
She resisted and was dragged by the hair for 
three blocks as they made their escape. ‘We 
saw her afterwards. All the skin from just 
below the buttocks to her feet had been 
stripped off and there was nothing left of 
her heels. She spent months in hospital.” 

White women no longer carry hand- 
bags when out shopping. 

“You keep any money on your 
person; a handbag is an invitation to robbery. 
They work in pairs, hemming the woman in 
on either side, and if she struggles when they 
grab her they beat her up. Nobody dares 
intervene.” 


BLACKS WORST OFF 


Food is in continual short supply. 

‘There is no meat, cooking oil, sugar, 
eggs or tea in the shops. Most Whites have 
private arrangements with farmers, other- 
wise they wouldn’t eat. But it’s the Blacks 
who are worst off. They start queuing at 
4 a.m. and are often still there at six at 
night.” 

Prices on a thriving black market are 
sky-high. 

*‘No wonder the people turn to crime. 
It’s the only way they can exist. Many are 
living at starvation level.” 

Spares for cars are virtually unobtain- 
able. 

“Leave your car for any length of 
time and you run the risk of coming back 
to find it stripped.” 

Car tyres, grease, oil, steel plate, 
corrugated iron, timber and window glass 
are unobtainable. 

““Go away for a weekend and thieves 
will come along and strip the corrugated 
iron off your house. Break a window and 
there’s no chance of getting new panes. In 
one African township alone 17,000 windows 
need replacing.” 

Transport is now a luxury. Few buses 
are running. 

“Hundreds are off the roads because 
of lack of spares or tyres. It’s a pathetic sight 
seeing the workers trying to get home; 
thousands fighting for taxis. Many are still 
there at 10 p.m. If you have a burglary the 
police tell you: ‘Can you come and collect 


REVERTING TO TYPE: 
Amin celebrates anniversary of his rule. 


us — we don’t have a car?’ ” 

The couple told the Sunday Mail that 
Whites are now leaving Zambia by getting 
company loans on the pretext of buying a 
car, and then buying air tickets instead. 

“I'd hate to think of what is happening 
in Zambia ever happening in Rhodesia. 
People here don’t realise how lucky they are. 
Compared to Zambia this is paradise.” 


FOREIGN AID AND LARGESSE 


At the moment only three things are 
propping up Zambia and preventing its total 
collapse. Two are foreign aid and the largesse 
of International Finance which is 
determined to continue exploiting its 
mineral wealth. Last month the International 
Monetary Fund lent Zambia 322 million 
dollars which prevented the closure of its 
two biggest mining companies, Nchanga 
Consolidated Copper and Roan Consolidated. 
This is quite separate from the 30 million 
dollars in aid from the American government 
and the £42 million from Britain. On 
Kaunda’s recent visit to Britain, the 
Chartered and Standard Banks arranged a 
City lunch with potential investors. 

Thirdly, everything in Zambia is run — 
everything that is still capable of running, 
that is — by Whites. 


° METRIC RETREAT 


The second candidate for abolition after the 
“Commission for Racial Equality’, the 
Metrication Board, is thankfully on the 
retreat. Yorkshire Farmers have successfully 
defied the regional Milk Board in the matter 
of metric milk returns. The kind of insanity 
which they stopped is perfectly illustrated 
by a Metric Feeding Guide issued to dairy 
farmers by the Milk Marketing Board of 
Thames Ditton, Surrey. Here is an extract 
from it: 

Calculate the feeding units per feed by 
dividing the feeding units per day by the 
number of feeds. This will be two where 
feeding is at each milking. For high yielding 
animals a third feed may be required. 

Example — Friesian type 

Average weight of food unit = 2 lbs. 


ee 0.9kg per feeding unit 
For 20kg milk, 9.0kg concentrate are 


required daily. 
This = ss 3 = 10 feeding units per day. 
10 


>" 5 feeding units per milking. 


And so on, for pages. This bizarre 
nonsense was repudiated by Yorkshire dairy 
farmer Geoffrey Bean, who refused to 
comply with the Board and continued 
making milk returns in “‘the native and legal 
measures of this country.’ Threatened with 
having himself and his cattle “‘struck from 
the records’’ by the Board (which is paid for 
by British farmers and exists for their 
convenience), Mr. Bean successfully got the 
metric decree overturned at the meeting of 
the Yorkshire branch of the National Milk 
Records Office. Now the whole matter of 
metrication is to be reopened at national 
level. 

The ultimate absurdity of all this is 
that milk is to continue to be sold in pints 
—: which is itself another retreat by the 
metrication fanatics. A pint of beer has 
already been saved, and the Government 
seems to have shelved indefinitely the 
proposal to metricate our roads and 
railways. Further retreats will depend on the 
courage and determination of others like 
Mr. Bean. 


e BLACKS AGAINST BAKKE 


This column has previously commented on 
the case of Alan Bakke, an American 
White student who successfully sued the 
University of California over its “positive 
discrimination’” programme in favour of 
Blacks called Affirmative Action. The 
scheme permits unqualified Blacks to gain 
university places ahead of qualified Whites. 
The case is now being considered by the U.S. 
Supreme Court. Just for your amusement, 
here is a partial list of the organisations 
campaigning to “Overturn the Bakke 
Decision’’:— 

Black Women United for Political 
Action; Methodist Federation for Social 
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Action; Clergy and Laity Concerned; Latin 
Women’s Collective; Youth Against War & 
Fascism; War Resisters League; National 
Alliance Against Racism and Political 
Repression; Women for Peace; Puerto Rican 
Solidarity Committee; Third World Caucus 
of the Assoc. of Legal Aid Attorneys; Latino 
Lesbian Alliance; Black Men Organised for 
Action; Third World Womens Alliance; 
Chicano Advocates for Equality; Non- 
Intervention in Chile; Chinese for Affir- 
mative Action; Independent Living Project; 
Women for Racial and Economic Equality; 
Peace and Freedom Party; Public Interest 


Education Research Advocacy Collective ... 
turn to p.94. 


¢ O-LEVEL SUBVERSION 


A West Yorkshire school governor has 
resigned over the introduction of Marxism 
and obscenity into a compulsory O-Level 
course in “Integrated Humanities’. Another 
angry governor, Mr. Trevor Harland, said 
that he was “‘shocked and disgusted when I 
saw sone of the documents which are being 
freely handed out to children of 13 and 
above.”’ 

He went on: “The material I have seen 
has been slanted without exception to knock 
traditional values and ideas . . . This could 
have a damaging effect on a child, and some 
of the reading material might encourage 
them to believe that a Hell’s Angel or a 
hippie’s way of life is the best ... Ten years 
ago I think this would have been banned as 
obscene.” 

But headmaster Cecil Dormand 
defended the course, which includes Marxist 
attacks on free enterprise, as “‘preparing a 
child for life outside school.’ Worried 
mother Mrs. Shirley Allen, though, com- 
mented: “This is a Socialist thing, and it is 
so filthy it made me feel like taking a bath.” 

This is just further proof of what the 
National Front has been saying for a very 
long time, namely that from top to bottom 
our education system is riddled with 
communists and _ subversives. When the 
National Front is in power, that system and 
those reds will be thoroughly purged. 


¢ MY BRAIN HURTS 


We have all seen the Black brain surgeons 
and other Negro geniuses invented on the 
Boob Tube. Well, here is a real live genius — 
a Black ‘psychologist’ called Robert 
Williams, who has created his own IQ test 
called the Bitch Test. Mr. Williams claims, 


you see, that the standard IQ tests like the 
Stanford-Binet and Wechsler are “culturally 
unfair to Blacks,’ which is why they 
perform badly. He has invented the Bitch 
Test (or Black Intelligence Test of Cultural 
Homogeneity!) to redress the balance. It is 
based on Afro-American slang, or “black 
culture”’ as he calls it. Here is an example: 

Check the letter with the correct 
meaning of each phrase as black people use 
it:— 

1. the bump 

a) a condition caused by a forceful 

blow 

b) a suit 

c) acar 

d) a dance. 

Now, when this test was given to 100 
Black youngsters and 100 White youngsters, 
Williams found that the Blacks: got much 
higher scores than Whites! Isn’t that 
amazing? If you want to find out more 
about this devastating proof of Black super- 
manhood you can read all about it in Mr. 
Williams’ learned treatise, “Scientific Racism 
and IQ: The Silent Mugging of the Black 
Community” in Psychology Today. 

For the benefit of backward Euro- 
peans, by the way, the correct answer to 
the above is d. 


e DEGENERATE OF THE MONTH 


This month’s winner has again been sent in 
by Peterborough Branch (is it something to 
do with the air up there?). Its name is Peter 
Wells, prominent Young Liberal, a candidate 
for the Liberal party in the recent local 
government elections, and Treasurer of the 
Peterborough Action Group Against 
Racialism. It regularly distributes anti-NF 
smear leaflets given away free by the Board 
of Deputies of British Jews, from which it 
takes time off to campaign for the legalis- 
ation of cannabis. It is festooned with lucky 
charms and other insignia, which local folk 
believe are “intended to ward off normal 
people.” 

Well done, Peterborough. But come on 
NF Branches — this column wants to expose 
similar creatures from your part of the 
country. 
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From S.E. London & Kentish Mercury (below); 
from East Ender (right) 


What we said then 


The National Front and Nationa fot 
are making an oer you MUST 


iit 
Hie 
i At 


fay yt 
4 


WHAT a difference a year makes! 
Twelve months ago the evil policies of the 
National Front appeared to be a serious 
threat. 


Today, they can be seen as the ab- 


surd posturings of a tiny gang of 
pathetic, but power-hungry, people. 


Despite all the publicity, ail the violence, all 
the troubles of the past year, the National 
| Front has gained nothing in SE London. 


Even its provocative march through 
Lewisham, which ended in bloody riots, did 
not result in the long-lasting damage that was 
feared. 

it forced people to get off their 
esusides, 10 end the lip service to communt- 
ty relations and to start doing something 
positive about it. 

The Altogether Now community festival in 
Deptford over the last three weekends was a 
perfect example of what can be done. 


not the hotbed of raciem the National Front 
would dearty like you to believe. 

The NF hes ped together enough oan- 
Le ee al aay is deeuens te wy ergett 
voloe on your councl. 


That gives you the chance to get out 
and vote them out of existence. 


We said It last yeer on the day of the GLC 
elections and we say It again today: 

For your sake, for your children’s sake and 
the future’s sake .. . Don’t vote National 
Front. s 

Go to the polling station and vote for anybody 
you ke. But tell the National Front can- 
didates ... No! Nol. 


One hundred thousand times NO! 
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Labour 


THE Labour party is 
going to the electorate on 
its record over the last 
four years and with a 
very strong outlook for 
the future. 

During those years 
they have made positive 
strides in housing (most 
recently with their new 
housing estates 
management scheme) 


Conservati ve 


TOWER Hamlets has had a 
Labour administration since 
its formation in 1965. But 
that fact has not deterred 
Conservatives from entering 
28 candidates and making 
five election pledges: 

@ To give the individual 
more control over his own 
affairs 

@ To replace the squalor of 
-council-imposed uniformity 
and neglect with new 
opportunities in housing, 


employment and the 
provision of leisure 
facilities in the borough. 

But high on their list 
of priorities, both now 
and for the future, is a 
total restructuring of the 
borough’s financial base. 
This has started and if 
the present ad- 
ministration is re-elected 
it will continue. 


education and jbs 

@ To encourage the return 
and development of private 
enterprise 

@ To revitalise an over-large 
and inefficient 
administrative machine 


@ To abandon hardened, 


dogma for down-to-earth 
commonsense. 

The Tories have taken up 
the cudgels on housing in a 
big way. They are calling 
for tenants’: associations to 


Liberal 


EAST END Liberals have 
toiled four long years 
cultivating political grass- 
roots. 

And next month they 
hope that all their hard work 
will produce a bumper crop 
of seats on Tower Hamlets 
Council. 

Grass-root _ politics 
community politics? Call it 
what you like, it’s all about 
getting people involved solv- 
ing their own problems; 
fighting big, faceless 
bureaucracies; and cutting 
through red tape. 

“We've been working 


OPEN up the council to 
the people of Tower 
Hamlets. That’s the call 
from Tower Hamlets 
Communist party. 

The main platform of 
their seven-man assault 
on May 4 is one of 
democracy. They believe 
many more council 


Communist 


towards these elections for 
four years,” says Eric 
Flounders, chairman of the 
Bethnal Green and Bow 
Liberals. 


“Four years of solid hard 
grind, writing letters and 
getting things done. We’ve 
been doing the work of local 
councillors. Now we aim to 
get on the council and do it 
better than ever.” 


The Liberals’ output 
these days is’ 16,000 leaflets 
a month, called Focus, 
attacking the council for its 
dropped clangers and 


bodies should have 
representatives of trades 
unions, tenants’ 
associations and other 
voices of the people. 

But that’s not all. 
They want to instigate a 


major clean up of the 


borough and to keep 
down rents, not only now 


National Front 


They will, in the 
future, look particularly 
at unemployment and the 
task which is so im- 
portant to the East End 


as a whole — the 
regeneration of 
docklands. 


There will also be a 
further improvement in 
the housing situation and 


maintain and look after thelr. 


own estates and to extend 
the present housing ballot to 
line it up with the GLC 
homesteading scheme. 

They also intend to sell 
council homes, give more 
help with mortgages and 
build flats and houses for 
sale at cost price to existing 
tenants, those on the waiting 
list and essential workers. 
Private housebuilding will 
also be encouraged. 


building up confidence in an 
organisation geared for 
action. 

Eric has written more 
than 1,000 letters to the 
council over the past year 
— and 20 a day for the 
past week. He winkles out 
the weak points in their 
arguments, puts individual 
cases to them and demands 
replies and action. 

His election campaign 
slams the council for: 

@ Putting tin-sheeting 
round open spacés at a cost 
of £600 when grassing over 
would cost £100. 


but in the future. 

They believe Tower 
Hamlets Council direct 
labour force should be in- 
creased to be able to deal 
more readily and capably 
with repairs to council 
and other buildings. 
There should also be a 
return to the situation 


THE National Front preaches and believes in racial 
hatred. The proportion of non-white immigrants in 
Tower Hamiets is higher than in most other parts 


of the country. . 


This, primarily, is why the Front has chosen to 
put up 41 candidates in our borough: to promote 
hatred, discord, enmity. It is also why the East 
Ender chooses to make no further reference to the 
policies of the National Front during this election 


campaign. 


they will also ensure that 
the community is involv- 
ed to an increasing 
degree in the decision- 
making process of the 
council. 


The overall aim is- to 
improve the quality of 
life in Tower Hamlets for 
all its residents and 
workers. 


On education, the Tories 
are calling for greater 
parental involvement and 
more control of local 
schools. 

They want to wage war 
on waste in council 
spending by examining the 
entire council machinery. 
They would also reduce the 
direct labour force and get 
tenants to decorate their 
own flats with a special 
allowance. 


@® Employing eight peo- 
ple in a public relations 
department, when 
councillors should be 
“relating to the public” 
themselves. 


@ Holding Civic 
receptions and dinners at 
massive cost to the 
ratepayers. 

“Any housewife can tell 
you that you don’t buy 
cariar when you can’t afford 
next week’s rent,” Eric com- - 
ments. “But that’s the way 
Tower Hamlets runs its 
budget.” 


where the council carried 
out decorations to their 
properties. 

Leader Max Levitas 
said: “Our canvassing 
has been very good and 
we are confident of the 
possibility that a number 
of us will be elected to 
the council.” - 


ON THE OPPOSITE PAGE are two examples of the kind 
of treatment the National Front had to put up with from 
the press during last month’s local government elections. 

The two. examples come from the S.E. London and 
Kentish Mercury and East Ender, an East London paper. 

The excerpt from East Ender is possibly the more 
revealing of the two. Giving a synopsis of the policies on 
which four other parties are campaigning in the elections 
for the local borough council of Tower Hamlets, it seeks to 
demonstrate an ‘impartial’ and ‘non-party’ attitude. 

‘Impartial’ and ‘non-party’, that is, apart from the 
National Front, who in its estimation are entitled to no 
description at all of its policies. 

It is noteworthy that East Ender considers. the 
Communist Party — representative of a creed of murder 
and atrocity unparallelled in history, and furthermore the 
agent in Britain of a hostile foreign power — respectable 
enough to be given normal treatment along with the other 
parties. 

But not a patriotic organisation like the NF. 

Meanwhile the S.E. London and Kentish Mercury 


TWO EXAMPLES OF 
PRESS POISON 


“With the press we will deal in the 
following manner . . . We will 
harness it and will guide it with 
firm reigns; we will also have to 
gain control of all other publishing 
ii eee 

Protocols of the Elders of Zion 
(published 1902) 


tells its readers ‘““Vote for anybody — but not the NF.” 

Many people not normally students of politics may 
be mystified by this press behaviour. In fact there is no 
mystery. 

Almost all of Britain’s national and local newspapers 
are tightly controlled by a few mammoth press combines, 
all of which represent interests intrinsically hostile to any 
form of nationalism or patriotism. This control has been 
acquired carefully and deliberately over the past. half- 
century or so. 

Gradually, Britain’s press controllers are swinging 
their papers further and further to the political left as part 
of this policy. In the short term this poses imménse prob- 
lems and handicaps for the National Front. In the long 
term, however, it increasingly exposes the fraudulence 
behind the facade of modern ‘democracy’, with its so- 
called ‘free press’. Thoughtful people are seeing this and 
coming over to our side. As the exposure becomes more 
and more blatant millions more will as well. In the mean- 
time we must be patient and not lose our heads in the face 
of this barrage of poison. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


THE SPLEEN OF A 
DEMENTED FOE 


A COUPLE OF HOURS after a reported 
80,000 people had attended a ‘carnival’ in 
London last month, organised by the so- 
called ‘Anti-Nazi League’ I was telephoned 
by a press reporter who asked me: “Doesn’t 
it worry you that so great a number of 
people are rallying against the National 
Front?” 

The 80,000 figure is of course a matter 
of some controversy. Police estimates put 
the attendance at about 50,000, and that 
was the number present at the ‘pop’ concert 
in Victoria Park. A far smaller number 
(police estimate 15,000) actually took part 
in the ‘Anti-Nazi’ march which preceded the 
concert, suggesting that the vast majority 
which attended the carnival was motivated 
by nothing more than the desire for a good 
time. 

How did these ‘marchers’ get to 
London from all over the country? Our 
information is that huge numbers of them 
were transported by coaches at no more 
than 10p per head — contrast this with the 
£3 — £5 per head which NF members fork 
out of their own pockets regularly to travel 
to our marches. The rest of the coach fees 


were paid for mainly out of the funds of 
student unions (in other words by the 
taxpayer). ; 

The ‘Anti-Nazi League’ has admitted 
that £15,000 was spent on advertising the 
carnival and pop concert, a large portion of 
which had been contributed by ‘certain anti- 
racist businessmen’ as well as bodies such as 
the Rowntree Trust. 

So to the question of how worried I 
was at this demonstration I replied that the 
main thought it left in my mind was that of 
how worried our enemies must be about us! 

It has never been possible fairly to 
compare the numbers the left can turn out 
for street demonstrations with those turned 
out by our side. Quite apart from the 
subsidies which the wealthy backers of the 
left (overt and covert) give to facilitate travel 
to demonstrations, there is the additional 
fact that our bases of support are entirely 
different. Our strength lies mainly among 
working and lower middle class people who 
labour hard at their jobs for most of the 
week, often including Saturdays, and have 
limited time to go on demonstrations; the 
strength of the left has always come 


traditionally from a large element of 
students and layabouts, kept by the State, 
who have a great deal more free time. 

The only thing surprising about the 
mass demonstration that took place under 
the banner of the ‘Anti-Nazi League’ is that 
it did not occur before. Huge numbers of 
lefties and ‘liberals’ of all shades used to turn 
out in the 1950s and early 1960s for mass 
demos. The catalyst then was ‘The Bomb’, 
and this served to unite the many factions 
and sects of left opinion which otherwise 
would have been squabbling among them- 
selves. In the later 1960s The Bomb was 
replaced by the Vietnam war. Numbers 
nearing 100,000 turned out for these 
demonstrations and, as no ‘pop concerts’ 
were laid on as part of the show, it must be 
assumed that those many thousands demon- 
strated out of genuine political commitment. 
When these issues subsided it was just a 
question of what the next catalyst would be. 
I always predicted to my friends that it 
would be the National Front. The 15,000 
that marched out of a political commitment 
to oppose the NF represents quite a come- 
down from the anti-nuclear and Vietnam 
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days. 

Other causes celebres were chosen by 
the left in the fifties and sixties because in 
those times no patriotic and anti-communist 
movement existed in Britain which came any- 
where near commanding its attention. I 
recall participating in a nationalist march 
circa 1961 which about 70 attended. At that 
time the largest patriotic organisation in 
Britain had a total membership of about 
500! > ae 
After this and other groups united in 
1967 to form the National Front, operations 
on a somewhat bigger scale became possible. 
Marches attracting as many as 200 parti- 
cipants were sometimes held. By mid-1972 
we could count a total membership of 
2,000. In the General Election two years 
before we had fought the unprecedented 
number of 10 parliamentary seats! 

By November1977 a number estimated 
at between 6 and 7 thousand took part in 
our Annual Cenotaph march — an occasion 
of perfect order and discipline, which the 
media chose strangely to ignore as if it never 
happened. This obviously indicated a total 
membership many, many times that of the 
period up to 1972. 


PHENOMENAL GROWTH 


This development has been equally 
manifested in the growth in the number of 
local NF units. In 1969 there were 32 
branches and groups all over the country. 
Now in 1978 the number has reached 200. 
This is only half the story; much higher 
standards and strength are now required for 
branches under new party rules, and most 
branches are individually far stronger than in 
former days. From the 10 seats that we 
fought in 1970 we have progressed to the 
point at which weare likely to fight anything 
between 250 and 318 at the coming General 
Election! 

It would not be an exaggeration to say 
that this growth has been phenomenal and 
far eclipses any comparable growth in the 
strength of the political left, which has not 
altered greatly in numbers since the 1950s — 
all that has altered has been the slogans. 

Of course the progress of the NF has 
not been one continual and uninterrupted 
path upward. Three attempts have been 
made to split the party internally and after 
each attempt a recovery period was 
necessary. Sometimes there have been 
moments of electoral disappointment, but 
these have always been followed later by 
spectacular election gains. Generally 
speaking, the NF has always since 1972 
followed the strategy of dispersal, rather 
than concentration, in its election cam- 
paigns. This has meant that it has forfeited 
the chance of obtaining the highest possible 
vote in individual areas in order to widen the 
impact of its publicity and appeal over the 
largest possible part of the country. This is 
in keeping with the fact that it sees elections 
for the moment in large part as a means of 
spreading the word and building a political 
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machine for the future. 

If the development of the NF is seen 
in terms of curves on a graph, there are 
intervals at which the curve takes a small 
course downwards but overall the trend is 
one of a spectacular rise upwards. 

I record these facts for a particularly 
important reason: that we should fully grasp 
the meaning of the current crescendo of hate 
which is being whipped up against us, not 
only by the extreme left but by all the 
forces of the establishment — and in 
particular the mass media, and the frantic 
efforts of our opponents to deny to us the 
normal political rights that are supposed to 
exist under law in a democratic state. 


PRESSURE GROUPS 


No one can begin to understand the 
present universal trends towards Western 
self-destruction except by first understanding 
that almost all Western societies and govern- 
ments today are dominated by pressure 
groups based upon money power and 
dedicated, through the erosion of patriotism, 
national cohesion, morality, race, culture 
and order, to the attainment of a nationless 
and raceless one-world state, dominated by 
forces that are in origin and spirit anti- 
Western. 

The study of the rise of these pressure 
groups throughout the 18th, 19th and 20th 
centuries to their present position is one that 
falls outside the terms of reference of this 
article. Suffice it to say that in all studies by 
the world’s leading experts on the subject 
one thing stands out as constant: the recog- 
nition that whosoever-is seen to be standing 
in the way of these forces — who, in other 
words, fights an effective battle for the 
defence of true Western values — is certain 
to be the object of the vilest campaign of 
character assassination that available com- 
munications can devise. 

It is our burden, and at the same time 
our honour, to be seen as one of the very 
major bulwarks against national and Western 
self-destruction in the contemporary 
Western World, and certainly in Britain itself 
the only bulwark worthy of consideration. It 
therefore follows that character assassination, 
with all the most up-to-date techniques 
employed, is something which we can expect 
to form a constant backcloth to our struggle. 

Likewise, it is a recurring practice of 
internationalist and one-world forces as they 
grip and dominate Western countries to 
manipulate and pervert all constitutional 
machinery to block the progress of those 
who show signs of effectively opposing 
them. While shouting the loudest the slogans 
of ‘democracy’, they do not hesitate to 
throw democracy out of the window when 
real opposition manifests itself. Thus the 
political and ideological shadow-boxing that 
is allowed between internationalist parties 
themselves is no criterion as to the rights of 
opposition to be extended to a party that 
challenges at root the whole concept of 
internationalism and which shows itself 


willing to tackle head-on the power groups 
which promote it and which exercise the real 


control. 


Our own experience of the mani- 
pulation of the democratic process against 
ourselves, of the denial to us of so many 
rights that are supposed to exist within this 
process, is ample confirmation of this rule. 

Now what can we expect in the 
future? My message to all our supporters is 
that we can expect an intensification of these 
attacks both on our characters and on our 
rights. We can expect more smears, more 
abuse, more lies, more slander, more vituper- 
ation and misrepresentation. Nothing that 
we may do will stop it — except our with- 
drawal from the struggle and our abandon- 
ment of all pretension to national influence 
and power, our retirement to the quiet life. 

In the same way can we expect more 
efforts to block our political rights, more 
bannings on marches and demonstrations, 
more withholding from us of the use of 
meeting halls, more victimisation by our 
trade unions and at our jobs, more censoring 
of our voice on television and radio and in 
the press. To this we may add the 
probability of police harrassment, carried 
out not upon the wish of the ordinary police 
officer but in deference to orders from 
above. 


FRIGHTENED ENEMY 


If we look at this situation in military 
terms, we are in the position of an army in 
the field facing an enemy at the moment 
infinitely more powerful than us both in 
numbers and weaponry. This enemy did not 
pay us very much attention until recently 
because we were thought to be a negligible 
factor in the battle. Now he has noticed that 
we are increasing in strength and he is 
frightened. He has turned his heavy artillery 
on us and is raining shells down upon our 
positions. 

It is at this point that a vital factor 
enters into the balance of forces; this is the 
psychological factor, the factor that is to do 
with discipline, with morale, with nerve. 

The intelligence that we have on our 
enemy tells us that strategically he is much 
weaker than he appears tactically. Although 
the strength that he deploys in his front line 
is formidable, there is very little in his rear. 
His base is weak, his hinterland is in a state 
of chaos, his morale is close to breaking 
point. 

The present weight of his artillery can 
and will cause us some losses; we may even 
tactically lose ground. But if our nerve can 
hold and our discipline and morale remain 
intact we will survive and win. Our army is 
being reinforced from the rear at a much 
greater rate than we are suffering casualties 
up front. Our weapon power is increasing 
too with every day that passes. 

We are under strain — we would not 
be human if we weren’t. But we know that 
our enemy is under even greater strain. He 
knows that every day tips the balance of 


forces just that little bit more in our favour. 
He knows that he has got to make a massive 
bid to wipe us out quickly or else his own 
lines are going to be under dire threat, for 
although his forces in the immediate theatre 
of battle are greater than ours our reserves 
are greater than his. He knows that if his 
present onslaught fails in its, objective the 
initiative is going to pass increasingly from 
his side to our side. 

Reverting from the military back to 
the political, our reserves are the great silent 
majority of basically patriotic British people 
who are queuing to enlist in our ranks every 
day. No reserves remotely comparable to 
these exist behind our enemy’s lines, for 
despite his vast apparatus of propaganda 
his ideology has never been able to strike 
roots among the British people en masse. 

Under the bombardment to which we 
are now being subjected, and which in the 
immediate future is more likely to increase 
than to decrease, it is easy to become 
despondent — particularly where we see 
that, in tactical terms at least, the bombard- 
ment is having some effect. 

In such circumstances it is essential 
that the long view is taken — by which I 
mean that we realise that in the long term 
the balance of forces is working inexorably 
in our favour and that in the meantime we 
allow nothing to weaken our will to con- 
tinue the battle. 

I say that in the long term the balance 
of forces is working in our favour for a 
particular reason, which I shall explain. 


THE MYTH OF ‘DEMOCRACY’ 


Quite apart from the already mentioned 
fact that we are fast strengthening our ranks 
from out of the immense reserves of latent 
support that we have among the patriotic 
elements among the people, there is another 
important factor working to our advantage 
at another level. 

The strength of the powers that have 
prevailed in British politics for the last 100 
years or so has rested on a popularly held 
myth. This myth has served to sustain the 
system through repeated national failure and 
gathering evidence of national decline. The 
myth is very simply the idea that we live 
under a ‘democracy’. 

The dominant classes of British society 
have believed in this myth more fervently 
and totally than their equivalents in almost 
any other society on earth. Thus has the 
whole character, outlook and _ political 
temperament of the British been impreg- 
nated with democratic and liberal values in 
a way that has happened with no other 
major nation. 

The essence of this outlook is the 
belief that we live under a political system 
which is ‘fair’, ‘decent’, ‘tolerant’, ‘civilised’ 
and above all ‘free’; the belief that within 
the system issues are resolved by reasoned 
argument rather than by the arbitrary force 
that we associate with authoritarian regimes; 
the belief that no point of view, however out 


of step with current orthodoxy it may be, 
is suppressed. 

This picture of ‘democracy’ always 
was of course sheer fraud. Behind the facade 
of ‘freedom’ and ‘rights’, power — the ever 
prevalent force in history — calls the tune, 
in this case the power of money and press 
ruling by remote control rather than the 
power of a recognisable state authority. 

The trouble in Britain, however, is 
that for a long time no catalyst has existed 
by which the fraud of ‘democracy’ could be 
brought to expose itself; no political force in 
British life has appeared which could draw 
the fangs of the real ruling powers and reveal 
the serpent that lurks behind the sweet 
phrases of ‘freedom’ and ‘tolerance’. 

The rise of the National Front has 
accomplished this very result. In a hundred 
different ways it has provoked a reaction 
from the guardians of ‘liberal democracy’ 
that has torn the mask off their whole 
racket. Press and TV censorship, meeting 
bans, the suppression of its activities in 
schools and universities, attempts to raise 
election deposits, trade union victimisation, 
license to violence; these are just a few of 
the major examples. 

I know that this is having a profound 
effect upon a new generation of politically 
thoughtful men and women now coming to 
maturity — as well as on many of the older 
generations who for years have swallowed, 
with little questioning, the glib assumptions 
on which the ‘democratic’ illusion rests. The 
whole of the rotten and corrupt fabric of 


HEAD OFFICE BUILDING FUND— 
LAST PUSH NEEDED AS WE 


20th Century British politics is now 
revealing itself in a manner never seen 
before. The effects of this in the coming 10 
to 20 years are going to be cataclysmic. 

Those who first advanced the revo- 
lutionary proposal that the world was round 
were for a long time placed beyond the pale 
by the establishment of Church and State 
and all it ruled. They were the ‘extremists’ 
of their day. 

But the very fervour with which they 
were hounded by that establishment even- 
tually worked to the latter’s disadvantage for 
it exposed the bigotry and ignorance upon 
which the power of the establishment rested 
and the venom with which it defended its 
superstitions. Its authority suffered a 
damage from which it never recovered. 

I see a similar process at work in the 
political mores of Britain today. Those who 
cling to power by trading upon the ignorance 
and bigotry that is liberalism know that that 
process is at work and they are frightened 
out of their minds. They snarl and spit in 
their hatred of the process and only help to 
accelerate it. 

Our duty at this juncture is clear: it is 
to recognise that, like the round-earthers in 
their day, we represent an invincible current 
of history, destiny and truth which the 
venom of orthodox opinion in our day can, 
at the very most, only momentarily slow 
down. 

Let that be our assurance as we brace 
ourselves to face all the missiles that hell can 
throw at us. 


NEGOTIATE FOR SUITABLE PROPERTIES 


The latest news on our Head Office building project is that we have located 
three properties suitable for our purpose. However, since we started our 
Building Fund last year, property prices have started to rise quite sharply. 
While we have done magnificently to raise £37,000 up to the present time, 
we are nevertheless still 25 per cent short of the target. We want to complete 
our project over the next couple of months, but delays on a final decision 
on the three properties could be caused if we do not raise the extra money. 
That is why we are asking all NF Branches and Groups to rouse the 
whole membership make one last big effort to raise the final amount of 
cash required. Please help in these ways:— 
® Promote in bulletins and at meetings the £5 Five Year Loan Fund in which 
individual members make loans of £5 or multiples of £5. Those who make 
these loans will receive a special receipt signed by the party Chairman with 
which they will be able to reclaim their loan in five years’ time. Cheques and 
PO’s payable to National Front and crossed ‘‘Building Fund Loan Account”’. 


® |f you have any members who wish to invest on a medium or long term 
basis in property, put them in touch with the Finance Committee at Head 
Office. All such members or supporters will receive the personal attention 
of a Finance Department member. 

@ Naturally, all donations to the Building Fund, large or small, from 
individuals or Branches and Groups are urgently needed to help the NF 
over the final hurdle and into our new Head Office building. Cheques payable 
to National Front, and crossed ‘‘Building Fund Account”. 
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A. J. BIRTLEY 


SOCIOLOGY FOR THE 
WHITE NATIONALIST 


Part 1. THE SOURCE OF ORDER 


COMMUNISTS posing as bishops no more 
invalidate Christianity as a religion than the 
presence of a self-confessed Buddhist on a 
court bench affects the ideal of justice. 
What, though, are we to make of sociology, 
which has been so heavily penetrated by 
untrained left-wingers? Unfortunately we 
have to turn to more academically respec- 
table sources than Penguin paperbacks to 
find sociological writing that qualifies as 
social science. This goes a long way toward 
explaining the distrust of sociology in 
nationalist circles, a suspicion that ignores 
the enrichment of the discipline by some of 
the soundest and most brilliant minds of 
our era. 

Sociology claims to be able to explain 
how societies function. Such a claim can be 
subjected to simple scientific tests of validity 
to determine whether it is mostly true or 
mostly false, and at the higher levels of 
academic research such tests are standard 
and routine — both in the laboratory and in 
field studies with larger populations. Clearly, 
if some of its claims are correct, then it 
would be futile for us to reject the discipline 
as well as the quacks who misrepresent it. 
More importantly, any truth that it discloses 
ought to be incorporated into nationalist 
theory. Ours is the movement that is based 
on scientific evidence: truth can only hurt 
our opponents. 

The central postulate of sociology was 
famously expressed by Hobbes: ‘“‘Men are 
sometimes free to do what they wish, but 
they are never free in their wishes.” The rest 
of the discipline tries to show how and how 
much society influences us. We already 
accept that the social environment influences 
the thoughts and attitudes of individuals — 
or we would hardly complain of bias in 
schools and the media — so let us look at 
one of the main questions of sociology and 
see what insights we can gain from it. 

Perhaps the most important question 
of all is the one called ‘“‘The Problem of 
Social Order,’ which asks how it is that 
societies tend to hold together, how we 
come to find ourselves living in organised 
communities rather than some _ chaotic 
state of nature in which we all openly fight 
for the few resources of food, shelter, 
power, sex, that nature provides. Why, in 
short, do we have social order rather than 
its opposite? 

Although Marx never approached the 
question directly, his modern apologists have 
been forced to construct a Marxist 
explanation of what keeps all societies, from 
nomadic tribes to the Soviet Union, from 
disintegrating into anarchy. Their solution is 
an all-embracing theory of coercion, 
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according to which the upper classes have 
gained most of the wealth, which they use to 
control the armed forces, police, and courts 
of justice, thereby preventing all other 
classes from getting a fair share of the 
national wealth. 

Advanced theoretical work has dis- 
credited much of this Marxist conception. 
For instance, it is based on a static, “‘zero- 
sum’’ notion of the nature of power, so that 
any increase in the power of one person or 
group automatically decreases the power of 
others, and this is simply too crude to 
explain the real world. To the Marxist 
sociologist, the election of someone to 
chairmanship of a political party encroaches 
on the power of the members, whereas it is 
more likely that the power of the party as a 
whole will be affected by the talent and 
personality of its chairman. 

The conclusive objection, though, is 
that coercion fails to explain any real 
society that sociologists have been able to 
study in detail. For example, coercion 
depends on negative sanctions — and there 
are simply no extreme penalties ‘available in 
many primitive societies. Ritual scarring is 
the worst thing that can happen to a Yirkalla 
aborigine. Equally, examination of civilised 
Western societies shows that most people 
are not primarily motivated by fear of legal 
penalties. 

The main alternative to coercion is the 
theory of consensus, as formulated by 
Weber, one of the founders of academic 
sociology, and developed by his brilliant 
American interpreter Talcott Parsons. The 
core of consensus theory is that people 
growing up in any given society are educated 
both formally and informally to agree 
broadly on what is desirable in life and what 
is undesirable. 

At the highest level this agreement 
converges on values, abstract notions of 
what we should strive for; but we also have 
to agree on norms, which are the applications 
of these higher values to daily life. For 
instance, if a value preaches that the strong 
should protect the weak, then it is our 
normative responsibility to intervene on 
behalf of a pensioner being mugged. In the 
mediaeval scholastic system, casuists used to 
decide how ethical rules ought to apply to 
particular cases. Consensus theorists try to 
show how this occurs in the modern world. 

Total consensus would only occur if 
(1) all citizens accepted the values of their 
society; (2) they also accepted consistent 
normative interpretations of these values; 
and (3) there were no conflicts between 
different values. 

Every last citizen need not agree on 


every value, but active social participants 
must agree over a significant range of values. 
Not every housewife must believe in the 
virtue of peace for the maintenance of a 
pacifistic society; yet if most socially-active 
citizens disagree on some values, the value- 
system alters — causing social change. 

A value can also be a source of 
instability if its normative interpretation is 
ambiguous. The good of the Roman 
Republic may have been a common value, 
but was Julius Caesar advancing the good of 
Rome or subverting its republican structure? 
That both interpretations were possible 
opened the way to civil war. 

Third, values must not conflict one 
with the other. Nothing socially durable 
could be built on a simultaneous affirmation 
of conflicting ideals — for instance, demo- 
cracy and communism. 

Clearly, then, the consensus on which 
social stability depends is a delicate affair, 
and since it is never complete, the social 
order is constantly changing. Proverbially, 
you can never step into the same stream 
twice — nor the same society. Yet it is 
important that consensus balance be main- 
tained to prevent sudden change leading to 
social collapse. 

If change is too great or too rapid, as 
it has been in Britain, then we are not able 
to adapt to it. We then withdraw our 
allegiance from this altered and unrecog- 
nisable world in which, all of a sudden, 
minority racism is the idol of the media, 
homosexuality is ‘“‘as valid as’ decent 
marriage, women are expected to toil like 
men, and our parliament has abdicated on 
behalf of sinister European authorities and 
assemblies. 

Because we were raised to one value- 
system, we refuse to accept the radically 
different one that has permeated the 
intellectual and educational sectors of our 
society. There is consequently more than 
one value-system in modern Britain — one 
of the people, and one of officialdom. The 
dominant one lacks majority support, while 
ours is legislated against. Finally, an 
increasing number of drop-outs, drug- 
addicts, delinquents, criminals and so on 
have withdrawn their allegiance from society 
altogether. 

Finally, as if bent on chaos and 
collapse, the government has introduced a 
final spur to social disintegration in the form 
of millions of immigrants. For many reasons 
these unfortunates, most of whom lack the 
ability to appreciate our heritage and 
institutions, should never have been brought 
here. From the sociological point of view, 
however, the most urgent fact is simply that 
they come from a totally different back- 
ground from ours, owing allegiance to 
opposite value-systems, so that their arrival 
here in immense numbers at this time is 
likely to prove the final and crucial blow to 
the remnants of consensus in British society. 

When that happens the result is chaos. 

(To be continued) 


How NOT to recruit 


THE ARMY, we are told, is short of recruits. 
Doubtless, the deplorably low rates of pay 
have something to do with this. Armies, 
however, which made payment the only 
attraction to would-be soldiers have never 
enlisted the best soldiers. Other appeals 
are needed. 

What sort of an appeal is the British 
Army currently making to the young man- 
hood of the country? If its current full-page 
adverts in the national press are any guide, 
the appeal is not very inspiring. 

The advert, which appears to be a 
standard one, begins by stressing how 
important it is that young men who apply 
to join the Army do so with the right 
motives. Then, launching into the question 
of motives, it asks: “Are you a patriot?” 

This sounds like the introduction to a 
good motive — indeed the very best motive 
— for joining up, but what follows makes it 
very clear that that is not what the Army 
chiefs think. They go on to say:— 

“In 1775 Dr. Johnson said patriotism 
is the last refuge of a scoundrel. 

“Today many of the people who 
shelter behind the word could better be 
described as chauvinists, jingoists or rabid 
nationalists.” 

Without bothering to explain why 
chauvinists, jingoists or rabid nationalists 
should not make good soldiers — indeed 
without bothering to contradict the fact 


Are you a patriot? 

In 1775 Dr. Johnson said patriotism 
is the last refuge ofascoundrel. 

Today many of the people who 
shelter behind the word could better be 
described as chauvinists, jingoists or rabid 
nationalists, 

We would like you to ask yourself 
what your patriotism amounts to. 

Love of the countryside? Or the 
people? Or the political party in power? Or 
the whole lot? Or something else again? 

As far as were concerned it means, 
are you prepared to fight if necessary to 
keep democracy safe in this country. 

If youcan answer yes to that question, 
read on. 


that men of that type have produced some 
of the most formidable fighting men of this 
century — the advert goes on to ask the 
reader what his patriotism amounts to. Love 
of the countryside? Or the people? Or the 
political party in power? Or the whole lot? 
— so the questions are framed. 


Our immediate reaction to these 
questions would be to say: Yes, love of our 
country; yes, love of our people;no, not love 
of the political party in power — although 
patriotism could embrace loyalty to that 
party if, as is not now the case, it embodied 


a dedication to country and people and a 
commitment to their interest. 

But these are not the answers the 
Army wants. The answer it wants is 
explained in the next paragraph: — 

“*As far as we are concerned it means, 
are you prepared to fight if necessary to 
keep democracy safe in this country?” 

So there we have it. The purpose of 
the Army is not to defend a country as such. 
Or the people as such. These are expendable 
commodities. Love of them is not a reason 
for donning the Queen’s uniform. 

One should don the Queen’s uniform 
just to defend a particular type of political 
system. 

For that is what democracy is. No 
more, no less. Just a type of political system. 

We in the NF happen to think that 
democracy, when it is working properly, is 
the best type of political system for this 
country. 

But to suggest that it is the first 
priority in our loyalties, the first thing we 
should think of defending — over and above 
the land of Britain and the people of Britain 
— is utterly ludicrous. The value of 
democracy consists solely of its usefulness to 
the land and people of Britain. Its justifi- 
cation lasts just as long as it serves the land 
and people of Britain, not a second longer. 

The fact that our service chiefs have 
not got this fact straight, and that they do 
not think patriotism to land and race is the 
first consideration of any soldier, almost 


certainly has a great deal to do with the low 
morale in our services today and the lack of 
interest in those services on the part of most 
of our young men. 

But there is in this issue perhaps a 
more sinister implication. Obviously, the 
initiative for this definition of our armed 
services’ role comes from the Government. 
Either the Ministry of Defence, a’ political 
body, composed the advert, or it was com- 
posed by one of the Army chiefs approved 
by the MOD. 

Could it mean that our servicemen are 
now being conditioned to the idea that a 
threat to Britain from foreign quarters was 
not necessarily to be resisted except in the 
event that it represented a threat to ‘demo- 
cracy’ (or the politicians’ definition of 
‘democracy’, which for all we know might 
be a Soviet one like that of the ‘Democratic’ 
Republic of East Germany)? 

Could it also mean that our servicemen 
are being conditioned to the parallel idea 
that they might be called upon to suppress a 
‘threat’ to ‘Democracy’ from within Britain, 
though that might come from a movement 
dedicated to patriotic ideals of country and 
people (chauvinists, jingoists and rabid 
nationalists perhaps)? Are they being 
instilled with the thought that if such a 
movement arose the preservation of the 
existing political system would represent a 
higher duty than the preservation of country 
and people? 

This article is being forwarded to the 
Ministry of Defence along with a letter 
requesting that the question raised in it be 
answered. We will inform our readers of the 
Ministry’s answer — if we ever get one. 
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SIR: I was recently shown a copy of March, 
1978 Spearhead and was struck by the 
similarity of situations in England and 
Australia. For instance, compare points on 
page 4 (‘‘What’s going on in our schools?’’) 
with a project on education for a multi- 
cultural society being carried out in some 
selected schools by the South Australian 
Education Department. It is stated that the 
programme is based upon a number of 
“‘premises and facts” which include: 

That Australia is a multi-cultural 
society despite the effects of a policy of 
assimilation since the beginning of migration. 

That the ‘“‘ninety-eight percent British” 
Australia is a myth and always has been (my 
emphasis). 

That by the 1980's one in three of all 
Australians will be of non-Anglo-Saxon- 
Celtic descent.: 

That community attitudes need to be 
developed so that they may teach a high 
degree of acceptance and compatibility 
amongst the various groups, English speaking 
and non-English speaking within each com- 
munity of whatever geographical extent. 

That cultural deficit and cultural 
difference models are themselves defective 
and that we ought to look at the bi-cultural 
or multi-cultural models. 

The Project is described as “‘not simply 
an experiment; because of its concern for 
curriculum modification and attitude (my 
emphasis) change it is seen as a definite 
change in education which is irreversible.” 

We would be quick to condemn this in 
other countries as “‘re-education”’ or “‘brain- 
washing’. 

B. M. MACINTYRE 
Dianella, W. Australia 


SIR: After the EEC Summit meeting in 
Copenhagen the Prime Minister was reported 
(Sunday Telegraph 9th April) as having put 
part of the blame for our high rate of unem- 
ployment on competition from poorer 
countries that were now exploiting the 
technology they had acquired from Europe. 
If this is the case, then it is a matter of 
importance that the public should be aware 
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of the likely consequences of a whole series 
of treaties which have been concluded 
between this country and the Soviet Union 
as well as other Iron Curtain Countries. 
Under these treaties we have made available 
just about the entire range of our own 
scientific and industrial technology. 

I will refer to but two of these Treaties. 
One, dated 6th May 1974 (Comd 5659, 
1974) agreed under Article 4 to “‘The setting 
up of industrial complexes to meet mutual 
economic interests and also the expansion 
and modernisation of existing industrial 
enterprises.’” There followed a comprehen- 
sive list of those fields to be covered con- 
cluding with an open-ended commitment to 
extend co-operation to such other areas as 
may be agreed from time to time. 

The other Treaty, dated 17th February 
1975 (Comd 5924, 1975), carried matters 
much further and included a detailed list of 
the many items for industrial collaboration. 
It specified that ‘Such co-operation will... 
be implemented on the basis of appropriate 
credit facilities.” Furthermore it was agreed 
that ‘‘Payment for the cost of the purchased 
equipment, technical documentation, 
licences, know-how, materials and for the 
credit expenses will be made in full or in 
part by the deliveries of the products of the 
enterprises thus established. These deliveries 
may continue after completion of repayment 
of the credits. 

These arrangements mean that we have 


been committed to buying instead of selling, 
on terms favourable to the Soviet Union 
goods that we would normally rely on manu- 
facturing and exporting in order to keep our 
economy viable. 

We must therefore be prepared in the 
coming years for a flow of cheap Soviet 
goods, probably transported in a container 
system which we have helped to establish or 
in ships which we have virtually given away 
to Poland. Inevitably, the effect on our rate 
of unemployment is likely to be many times 
greater than the effect already felt from the 
import of goods from the poorer countries 
which are exploiting their new-found tech- 
nology. 

Brig. P. C. HINDE, D.S.O. 
Devizes, Wilts. 


SIR: I have personal knowledge of a situation 
in which a Jamaican working here has been 
offered a job in Saudi Arabia at £12,000 p.a. 
Apparently Saudi Arabia, having broken off 
diplomatic relations with Jamaica, insists 
that the Jamaican possesses a_ British 
passport! So the Saudi Embassy telephones 
the British Embassy, and within 24 hours he 
is the proud owner of a British passport. The 
question is: What happens at the end of his 
contract? Can he then return here with wife, 
family and all the tribe? If so, how many 
other Embassies are up to the same dodge? 
ANNELIESE TODD 
London N.2 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 
published in the Bury Times. 


IN answer to your correspondent 
who in last week’s letters page 
made several unfounded 
accusations against the National 
Front and backed them up by a 
couple of mis-quotes and references 
to the recent Anti Nazi League 
demonstration in London. I would 
draw his attention to an article 
about this exhibition: written by 
Colin Welch in the ‘Daily 
Telegraph’. 

After describing how a 
contingent from this organisation 
first hurled abuse and clenched fist 
salutes at the old soldiers of the 
Burma campaign who were laying 
a wreath on the cenotaph to their 
war dead, Colin Welch describes 
the scene as the Anti National 
Front mob were assembling. 

The scene, he stated “beggared 
all description’. There were 
Maoists and Stalinites, Trotzkyists 
and the Gay Libs Club, 
Communists of various shades, 
unidentifiable objects with painted 
faces and heads and hair dyed 


every shade imaginable. Also 
present were the Young Liberals 
and Socialists and again, to quote 
Colin Welch, “perverts of every 
hue”. 

As this rabble (your 
correspondent’s account of the 
number present has doubled from 
the original official figure) shuffled 
its way along to the sound of steel 
bands they were joined by the IRA 
supporters and a contingent from 
the Marxist League. Well might 
anyone ask: “With enemies like this 
who needs friends?”Indeed the 
National Front might well feel that 
this disgusting spectacle has 
opened many people’s eyes to the 
true nature of this organisation. 

In contrast to this, in November 
last on Remembrance Day the 
National Front march of 8,000 laid 
wreaths on the Cenotaph in 
London to remember our nation’s 
war dead and also our soldiers who 
have been murdered in Ulster. 

On May Ist this year, thousands 
of National Front marchers in 


London had as their theme “British 
jobs for British workers” and at the 
head of this march was a forest of 
Union Jacks and a Scots pipe and 
drum band. 

The National Front is made up 
of British working people, men and 
women, young and old. The 
unshakable aim of the party is to 
provide a radical alternative to the 
anarchy and mob rule which 
threatens the whole of our way of 
life, including the trade unian 
movement, the education system 
and the defence of our nation 
through our armed forces. 

The N.F. firmly believes in the 
right of the workers to organise so 
as to protect their jobs and 
standard of living. It opposes those 
people who seek to use the worker 
to further their own political ends. 
It was those people who organised 
that Anti N.F. “carnival” in 
London, only on that occasion the 
“workers” present could have been 
counted on one hand. 


K. JAMESON 


ZION’S LIES AND 
ZION’S RACIALISM 
Contd. from page 5 


World produced ar interview with Gewirtz 
and later a special text and photo feature, 
prepared by the Board of Deputies press 
department, on the terrible trials and 
tribulations of the Jewish community down 
the ages. 

Since that incident the Board of 
Deputies press department has been very 
careful to keep West Indian World well 
supplied with press releases which show how 
multi-racial and pro-Black all the nice Jewish 
people are. Hence the publication of the 
report of the Board of Deputies luncheon 
for the Home Secretary during which Mr. 
Sacher told his lies about multi-racialism in 
Israel. 

As thousands of West Indians and 
millions of White Gentiles lap up, zombie- 
like, propaganda issued by Zionist Jews 
about how wonderfully pro-multi-racialist 
the Jewish community is, what a wonderful 
thing it is for Black and White people — 
especially youngsters — to get together and 
‘integrate’, and how the way forward for 
the whole of Humanity is to forget about 
races and nations and form a World Govern- 
ment, etc., the rank and file of the Jewish 
community — especially youngsters — are 
deluged with anti-race-mixing and racialist 
propaganda. 

One does not need to rely solely on 
the Jewish Chronicle or the Jewish Gazette 
for evidence of this deceitful ‘‘race-mixing 
for you — racial exclusivity for us’’ Zionist 
policy. An absolutely staggeringly brash 
proclamation of Jewish racialism was pub- 
lished, appropriately, in the April 20 issue 
of the Ilford Recorder. 

I suppose that the Zionists felt safe in 
having such a feature published in that 
particular local paper as the Ilford area of 
the London Borough of Redbridge has the 
highest concentration of Jews in the country. 


OUT OF THE MOUTHS OF BABES 


At all events, the headline of the 
feature in question was: “STRICTLY 
KOSHER OVER RACE PRIDE.” It com- 
prised an interview with two Jewish boys 
and two Jewish girls. 

Here are some extracts: 

“At 18 Melvin Gold is enjoying an 
active last year at Beal School. He is poised 
for a career in hotel management: ‘Not 
everybody can get to the top — but I aim to 
get pretty near.’ 

“And yet he admits to feeling 
threatened — not as an individual, but as a 
Jew. He is intensely and proudly conscious 
of being Jewish. All Melvin’s friends are 
Jewish. Though he gets on well with non- 
Jewish boys at school and has some mates 
among them, these relationships stop at the 
school gates. His reasoning is interesting: 

“ ‘You can’t afford to lose people 


from the fold. You must add to the group. 
That is why mixed marriages are feared and 
opposed by families.’ 

“Stuart Black is 16, a thoughtful 
strangely mature boy. He wears a skull cap. 
His father is a Minister of an Orthodox 
Synagogue. He thinks he will go into accoun- 
tancy or law — ‘good Jewish jobs!’ he says. ‘I 
think I am a good Socialist. Judaism is based 
on Solid Socialist principles.’ 


“PROUD OF BEING JEWISH” 


“Neither Michelle Franks (19) nor 
Donna Ottolangui (16) come from particu- 
larly religious farnilies. Yet both Michelle 
and Donna are conscious and proud of being 
Jewish. There is even a touch of defiance 
about them bred, they say, from incidents of 
anti-Semitism. 

“Their entire social life is spent with 
other young Jewish people. Both agree that 
their parents would be unhappy if they went 
out with a non-Jewish boy and would be 
‘broken hearted’ if they wanted to marry 
out of the faith. Explains Donna: ‘Marrying 
out weakens the group.’ 

“Both girls have two ambitions. They 
want to marry and have children. And both 
want desperately to visit Israel. Says Donna: 
‘We like being Jewish’. ..”’ 

Without any of my tongue being in my 
cheek I can say that these Jewish youngsters 
are a real credit to their race. If they are in 
any way typical in their attitudes — and I 
suspect that they are — then the Jewish com- 
munity has every reason to look forward to 
the future with confidence. 

So what’s the problem? Why do I raise 
the question of the story about them in the 
Ilford Recorder? It’s because the Ilford 
Recorder gave a slanging to a local Gentile 
Ilfordian, Mr. John Hughes, the NF candidate 
in the Ilford North by-election, for daring to 
advocate that White Gentile people have a 
pride in their race and nation. 

The Ilford Recorder made _ no 
sympathetic remarks about the racial pride 
of the young Britons who supported Mr. 
Hughes’ election meetings, and did not inter- 
view them and ask them what they felt 
about life and themselves. No, to the /Iford 
Recorder our lads were just ‘“‘mindless racist 
boot-boys”’ or something of the sort. 


BRITISH PRIDE = RACISM? 


Can you imagine what the Ilford 
Recorder, or the Daily Mirror, or The 
World at One would have to say about a 
British boy who said: 

“J am intensely proud of being British. 
I only mix socially with British boys and 
girls. All my friends are British. My parents 
would be upset if they knew I was going out 
with a girl who was not British, and they 
would be broken-hearted if I wanted to 
marry somebody who was not British. We 
can’t afford to lose anybody from the 
British fold. We must add to the group.” 


The press reaction would be: “This is 
racism! This is racial hatred! This is Nazi 
propaganda! This is the kind of attitude that 
led to the Auschwitz gas chambers! We must 
eradicate this kind of primitive backward 
thinking! We must train our young people to 
accept and help build a multi-racial 
society. . ..: 

An understanding of why Zionist 
Jewry is organised to promote among its 
own youth a frantic desire to be Jewish, to 
breed more Jews and to reject the notion of 
marrying anybody other than another Jew; 
but to promote among Gentile youth, the 
belief that race and nation counts for 
nothing and that inter-racial mating and the 
production of half-caste children is a good 
thing, is a phenomenon that I intend to nag 
away at until I get an answer that does not 
insult my intelligence. 

For the time being the facts, as I know 
them, indicate to me that the Zionist Jews 
are well aware of the massive power that 
race-awareness can bring a people and want 
to give themselves an advantage over the rest 
of Humankind by encouraging other races to 
debilitate if not totally eliminate themselves 
through race-mixing. 
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Councillor supports YNF anti- 
Communist schools campaign 


Support for the Young National 
Front’s campaign to “spot Red teachers” 
abusing their positions in schools to indoc- 
trinate pupils has come from a West Sussex 
county councillor and leader of the Conser- 
vative majority at County Hall, Chichester. 

Mr. Peter Shepherd, who is also a 
member of the Governing Body of the 
Schools Council, has supported the YNF 
view that communist teachers are active in 
many schools, and defended the YNF cam- 
paign against an attack by the left-wing 
Bishop of Chichester. 

Said Mr. Shepherd: “‘I read that the 
Bishop of Chichester has spoken out against 
propaganda placed in our schools by the 


National Front. I could not let his remarks 
go unanswered. I do happen to have seen 
some of the Front’s propaganda. I wonder if 
the Bishop has seen any of it? 

“What I have seen is quite simply 
advice to students on how to spot a red 
teacher. I can find no quarrel with this. 
Perhaps the Bishop could show concern for 
the much more dangerous material being 
propagated by the red teachers. I suspect he 
hasn’t.”’ 

Mr. Shepherd claimed that Marxists 
had infiltrated the teaching profession, and 
announced that he was determined to fight 
them to the bitter end to prevent them 
putting across subversive ideas to young 
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people in schools. 

Mr. Shepherd went on: “Because I had 
found it hard to quarrel with a particular 
document from the National Front, it is 
assumed firstly that this document contained 
racist propaganda and, secondly, that I 
myself was supporting NF policies on other 
matters. A single quote from the document 
deals succinctly with the first point: ‘You 
(our schoolchildren) should not promote 
hatred of other races.’ This advice to the 
children does not seem to be encouraging 
hostility and violence towards other races, 
as the Bishop alleges.”’ 

Questioned on the subject of being a 
‘racialist’, Mr. Shepherd commented: “‘I have 
been accused of being ‘racist’ following my 
suggestion on television in answer to a 
question, that no two races are the same. 
This obvious fact follows, in my view, from 
the fact that no two individuals are the 
same. Yet we have the Church now pro- 
nouncing that racism is the gravest of all 
sins. Is it a sin to believe that each individual 
is unique? If so, then things are even worse 
than I feared.” 

Mr. Shepherd stated that he was con- 
cerned about what he regarded as the 
mounting number of priests of the Church, 


including Bishops, showing left-wing 
tendencies in their intrusion into the field of 
politics. 


“IT would remind the bishops, whoever 
they are and wherever they may be, that 
when they were ordained it was as Christians, 
not as politicians. This is something most of 
them seem to have forgotten.”’ 

Mr. Shepherd says that the support 
from members of the public following his 
comments on left-wing teachers has been 
overwhelming. 

A lunatic statement issued by the 
County Council Labour group condemned 
Mr. Shepherd’s views, denied that “‘revo- 
lutionary teachers” existed and claimed that 
the YNF campaign had “disturbing under- 
tones of the Hitler Youth.’ Despite the fact 
that only in the last two months two teachers 
have been suspended for distributing sub- 
versive left-wing propaganda to children, the 
Labour group said there was “‘no evidence”’ 
of this sort of activity! 
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Order to: 
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‘Heroes’ of the Revolution at work | National Front 


The big, brave warriors of the Socialist 
Workers’ Party have hit on a new method of 
showing their opposition to the National 
Front. This has consisted of a campaign of 
threats and harrassment against Mrs. Helen 
Tyndall, the mother of John Tyndall, NF 
Chairman. 

A few weeks ago Mrs. Tyndall started 
to be visited by companies which had 
received bogus orders for goods and services 
placed in her name and with her address. 
These included consignments of bricks and 
tea-chests, bookings for mini-cabs and a 
limousine and the services of a surveyor. 

This was followed by a series of tele- 
phone calls in which Mrs. Tyndall was 
informed that certain people were going to 
‘get’ her son. 

Then last month during the Whitsun 
holiday vandals visited Mrs. Tyndall’s home 
in the outer London suburbs, covered the 
front door with Socialist Workers’ Party 
stickers and daubed it with painted slogans 
and the initials ‘S.W.P.’ 

The interesting thing about this cam- 
paign is that it has all taken place after Mr. 
Tyndall married and ceased living there. 

Mr. Tyndall resided with his mother 
for nearly 8 years before getting married last 
November. In due course it became known 
publicly that he was living there but during 
this whole time the NF leader, who is in his 
early 40s, nearly 13 stone and a keen ex- 
sportsman and fitness enthusiast, never 
received any kind of visit from his enemies. 


YOUNG NATIONAL FRONT 
5-A-SIDE FOOTBALL FINALS 


So on oe: 


The finals of the first ever John Tyndall 
Shield five-a-side football competition were 
held recently in London. The occasion was a 
great success, and marked only the beginning 
of competitive sporting events organised by 
the Young National Front. 

Party Chairman John Tyndall and his 
wife Valerie were among the guests of 
honour, together with other National Direc- 
torate members. They enjoyed some good 


Only when he had gone did Mrs. 
Tyndall, a widow of 72, living alone, become 
the victim of this campaign of harrassment. 

Of Mr. Tyndall’s departure from his 
former home the enemies of the NF cannot 
be in doubt. He has been frequently seen by 
opponents in the area of the South Coast 
where he now resides — on one occasion 
about 15 ‘“‘Anti-Nazi League’ yobbos 
bawled insults and threats against him and 
his wife in the town centre. 

This behaviour seems to run to a 
pattern. Last year there was an attempt to 
intimidate Anthony Reed-Herbert, the then 
Organiser of Leicester Branch by threats, not 
against him but against his wife and child, 
and by the attempted shooting of his 
brother at the latter’s home in Newmarket, 
Suffolk. A similar campaign was waged 
against the family of the NF Organiser in 
Dundee. 

Further comment on this latest series 
of incidents is superfluous. No words that 
the English language can draw upon are 
adequate to sum up our feelings about 
people who resort to tactics like these. 

Suffice it to remind our readers that 
the Socialist Workers’ Party is the inspiration 
and controlling force behind the so-called 
““Anti-Nazi League”, which now spearheads 
the campaign against the National Front. We 
hope that the woolly liberals and do-gooders 
who make up the camp-followers of ANAL 
are comfortable and happy in the company 
they keep! 


football from YNF teams such as Norwich, 
Enfield, Bristol and Loughton. After the 
elimination of all other teams, the final was 
fought out between Hackney YNF and 
Barking YNF. After a tough battle Hackney 
emerged as victors, and the first winners of 
the Shield, which was presented by John 
Tyndall to the Hackney captain. Our picture 
above shows Mrs. Valerie Tyndall presenting 
runners-up medals to the Barking team. 


Affiliate formed 
in South Africa 


A National Front Association of South 
Africa has been formed recently by NF 
supporters based in Johannesburg. Under the 
Chairmanship of Mr. Jack Noble, its stated 
aims are to “‘stem creeping multi-racialism 
and integration; to preserve the White 
Man’s role in South Africa; and to assist in 
the formation of a new commonwealth of 
White Nations.” 

A recruiting drive has already begun. 
Mr. Noble, who emigrated to South Africa 
seventeen years ago, told the Citizen news- 
paper: “We are confident that we will soon 
have a membership of thousands.” 

NF supporters in South Africa came 
together after discussing a recent Spearhead 
article in which John Tyndall urged sup- 


porters in former Commonwealth countries 
to set up affiliate organisations. It is 
National Front policy to welcome South 
Africa into a new relationship with a White 
British Commonwealth if it wished to do so. 

Mr. Noble promised moral support to 
the UK National Front for its policy of 
repatriation. “To begin with,’ said Mr. 
Noble, “‘the NF in South Africa will act as a 
pressure group to resist creeping multi- 
racialism and integration which is being 
forced on us by internal liberalism and the 
outside world.” 

In the long term he sees the NF in 
South Africa as a strong political force, with 
strong local Branches and eventually the 
fighting of parliamentary elections. 

Mr. Noble told the Citizen: “I see the 
Front in Britain today as a revitalisation of 
the British race.’ He added: “‘If Dr. David 
Owen arrived in Johannesburg tomorrow, he 
would find a National Front reception com- 
mittee at his hotel.” 

We wish every success to Mr. Noble 
and his supporters in South Africa in their 
struggle for the maintenance of White 
civilisation. Spearhead will be reporting 
more news of the NF in South Africa, New 
Zealand, Australia and Canada in future 
issues. 
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CONFESSIONS OF A BIGOT 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to 
INSTAURATION, Box 76, Cape Canaveral, 
Fl 32920. 


TEN YEARS ago I was a firm believer in 
racial equality. I lived in Chicago in a white 
locality of good homes and handsome apart- 
ment buildings. When blacks began moving 
into the neighbourhood, I almost welcomed 
them. Willy-nilly, I was watching integration 
happen before my very eyes. 

Six months later, the nice buildings 
were wrecks, the whites were gone and the 
area a social and physical shambles. Filth, 
garbage, immorality and crime were rampant. 
White skins were targets of malicious, 
blatant, organised black racism. When it 
became totally unsafe to live in the neigh- 
bourhood because of roving knife-happy 
gangs, | moved my family to another part of 
the city two miles distant. 

Again, it was an excellent neighbour- 
hood, with handsome single-family homes in 
the $60,000 to $75,000 class (near the 
South Shore Country Club) and dotted with 
luxury apartment buildings. There | lived 
through precisely the same experience I 
had hoped to move away from. It was like 
seeing a movie a second time. Once again the 
black tide came rolling in on waves of 
immorality and crime. Once again roving 
gangs of dope addicts and vandals made the 
nights hideous with catcalls and smashing 
glass. 

The days were nearly as bad. I saw 
blacks copulating behind hedges, standing in 
doorways, in cars parked along the curb, 
totally indifferent to public decency. I saw 
people being mugged and autos being 
stripped. I saw crimes that deserved shooting 
on the spot. I saw theft in grocery stores. I 
found piles of human faeces in the foyer, 
without benefit of toilet paper, and our 
janitor told me that this was a common 
occurrence in other Negro apartment houses. 

In our three-storey building, containing 
120 apartments, it was a nightly occurrence 
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to hear men urinating from upper windows. 
Daylight would reveal dripping, reeking 
stains down the building’s walls. Sex rallies 
were a common occurrence in the apartment 
across the hall to the accompaniment of 
bloody fights, crashing glass and splintered 
furniture. Not once did I ever see blacks 
attempt to clean up their mess. Garbage 
disposal consisted of tenants dumping trash 
out of windows, breaking every glass bottle 
in sight, throwing old furniture into the 
gutter, stuffing rags into broken windows 
and casting plastic containers and old paper 
to the four winds. 

So I moved again, this time three miles 
further south to another decent neighbour- 
hood. Again I endured the same scenario, 
line for line, cue for cue. I left Chicago 
finally with a profound racial prejudice. The 
blacks had caused me to dislike them 
beyond all measure. For whatever it might 
be worth in this context I would have 
exactly and precisely the same reaction to 
white people who acted and behaved as the 
black people did. 

I came from a background of white 
poverty every bit as pervasive and humiliating 
as that of a black slum, but instead of 
turning to crime or welfare, I went to work. 
I didn’t go around whining, with my hands 
outstretched for alms and charity. My 
standard of living then was in every respect 
less than that now enjoyed by 95% of the 
black people in America today. But even in 
the midst of grinding poverty, my home and 


-the homes of our white neighbours were 


clean. No filth, no public immorality, no 
illegitimate children, no murderous gangs 
and no physical danger to our persons or our 
property! We slept with unlocked doors and 
open windows. 

Liberals mouth the myth that the 
black population is the victim, not the cause, 
of the deplorable condition of the inner 
cities. They are wrong, as are all of those 
who spout this fallacious legend. They are 
utterly, completely, wholly, entirely, 
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absolutely, massively, 100% wrong. They do 
not know what they are talking about. If 
they were to undergo the experiences that I 
and every other white who has lived in a 
black neighbourhood has had, they would 
not write what they have written, or any- 
thing like it. They would be writing what I 
am writing. 

Blacks want handed to them on a 
silver platter what whites have worked hard 
for for generations. Blacks try to excuse 
their rioting, looting, burning and killing on 
the grounds they have been “‘repressed”’ and 
“‘oppressed”’ by the white ‘“‘establishment”’. 
They weep tears the size of golf balls 
because they have been “deprived’’ of their 
masculinity. They would destroy this nation, 
cheerfully, in a racist holocaust the like of 
which is beyond imagining. All the white 
racism in the United States put together 
cannot surpass or even equal the insane 
racism of the blacks. 

Intimate contact with blacks proves 
there is an unbridgeable gulf between the 
two races. To perpetuate the lunacy of 
“equality” is to drive further into the 
heart of this nation the stake of racial 
conflict. Only when it is understood and 
accepted as fact that there are fundamental 
physical and mental differences between 
blacks and whites will there ever be any kind 
of social tranquility again. Present-day 
equalitarianism is the tocsin of doom for 
America. 

How anyone can review what has 
happened in recent times and not come to 
that conclusion is incredible. How responsible 
journalists can encourage and perpetuate 
the monstrous notion that the black com- 
munity is not responsible for its sorry 
condition is unbelievable. Instead of 
repeating over and over to blacks that white 
racism is the source of their problems, why 
not tell them that personal responsibility 
and public decency will bring them a lot 
closer to social “equality’’ than rioting, 
crime and lawlessness. 
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